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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Cuantes A. Cooxson, H.M.’s Consul at Alexandria, 
and judge of H.M.’s Chief Consular Court for Egypt, who 
was, in August last, appointed legal adviser to the 
Government of Cyprus, has been appointed to be an 
ordinary member of the Executive Council, and an official 
member of the Legislative Council of the island. Mr. 


‘0, A, Cookson is a graduate of Oriel College, Oxford, 


and was called to the bar in Hilary Term, 1867, He 
is a brother of Mr. Montague Cookson, Q.0. 





Wir REFERENCE to the statement by a correspondent of 
‘the Z'imes that the time for taking possession of the new 
offices in Bell-yard was fixed for the 17th of January, 
We believe that the registrars of the Chancery Division 
had not, up to Thursday, received any information as to 
the time at which they are to enter into occupation of 
their new offices. 


. to receive 
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THERE HAS BEEN the usual amount of correspondence 
and discussion about the decision of the Court of Appeal 
in the Agar-LHilis case ; but there was really only one 
doubtful point in the matter. That a father cannot 
abdicate his right to control the religious education of 
his children beforehand, by ante-nuptial agreement that 
the children shall be brought up in the religion of the 
mother is, of course, too clear for argument. Such a 
promise is absolutely void. The husband, in the recent 
case, had expressly avowed his intention to treat the 
ante-nuptial promise as void, and had asserted and acted 
upon his legal rights. So far, therefore, as regarded 
the question between husband and wife as to his right 
to remove the children from the influence of the mother 
there could really be no question. But, as between the 
father and his children, an attempt was made in the re- 
cent case to apply the observations in Stourton v. 
Stourton (8 DeG. M. & G. 760), where, with reference to 
a child ten years of age, Lord Justice Turner said 
that “where the application to this court has been 
delayed, and the children have been suffered 
religious impressions different from 
those which the father entertained, other and 
far more serious considerations present themselves—the 
wishes of the father may be in conflict with the well- 
being and even with the safety of the children—and in 
order to ascertain whether this is the case or not it be- 
comes necessary to see what is the extent of the impres- 
sion which has been made upon the minds of the children, 
and to consider what may be the danger of disturbing 
that impression. . . . That the minds of children 
are capable at a very early age of receiving strong im- 
pressions upon matters of religion, as well as upon other 
matters, is not to be denied; and having seen the infant 
plaintiff in this case, and considered what passed at our 
interview with him, I am satisfied that his mind has re- 
ceived impressions, and strong impressions too, upon 
religious subjects which are at variance with the faith 
which his father professed. I have felt bound to consider, 
therefore, what might be the result of disturbing those im- 
pressions.” It was contended, on the authority of this case, 
that the court ought to examine the children in order to 
satisfy themselves thatthe father was about to disturb “reli- 
gious impressions to a depth and an extent rendering 
dangerous and improper any attempt at important 
change in them.” This the court refused to do, 
(although some of the children were older than the 
child in Stourton v. Stourton), on the ground that the 
law has made the father the proper and sole judge of 
the question as to whether it is right and for the 
welfare, temporal and spiritual, of the children that 
he should take means to counteract the past teach- 
ing of the children and undo its effect. The father 
could not be said to have abdicated his authority in 
this respect by a proceeding taken in order to enforce 
it, and he had not lost the right to direct the religion 
in which his children should be brought up by neglect- 
ing to assume the parental duty of educating his 
children; for from the time of the birth of the eldest 
child he had adhered to his determination that the 
children should be brought up in his faith. The point 
of doubt—and we are inclined to think it even more 
doubtful than the court seems to have held it—was 
whether, in such a case, the court ought to interfere at 
all, Whatever may be the rule on the technical ground 
of the protection of wards, we confess we find it difficult 
to see any ground in reason why the court should be 
called upon to help a father to rule his own family. 








THE SOLICITOR’s LIEN upon documents, as was pointed out 
by Lord Ellenborough, arises only where the documents 
come into the possession of the solicitor in that.character 
and in the course of his professional employment for his 
client (Stevenson v. Blakelock, 1 Mau. & 8. p. 452). And 
in Vaughan v. Vanderstegen (2 Drew. 409), Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley held that a solicitor into whose 
hands deeds came, not as solicitor but as mortgagee, was 
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not entitled to a lien as solieitor for his bill of costs 
(see also Pelley v. Wathen, 7 Hare, 351). The question 
arose on Wednesday, in a case of Sheffield v. Eden 
before the Court of Appeal, under these circumstances :— 
The owncr.of some land which was already.subject to a 
first mortgage, executed a second mortgage of- it in 
favour of his solicitor to secure an advance made by him. 
The action was brought by the solicitor against the 
mortgagor, the first “mortgagee, and a. third and 
a fourth mortgagee, claiming to redeem the first 
mortgagee, and to foreclose the third and fourth 
mortgagees and the mortgagor. in default of 
their redeeming the plaintiff. . At the trial before Fry, 
J., judgment was given in the ordinary form for the re- 
demption.of the plaintiff's. mortgage by the third and 
fourth mortgagees. . Afterwards the, plaintiff, who 
claimed a lien on his mortgage deed for the costs of its 
preparation,.which the mortgagor had not paid, applied 
to Fry, J., to add to the judgment a special direction to 
enable him to enforce this lien, by including the costs in 
question in the amount to be paid to redeem the plaintiff. 
Fry, J., refused the application, and his decision was 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal. In support of the 
appeal it was urged that the solicitor had prepared the 
mortgage deed on the instructions of his-client, the 
mortgagor, who, even as between mortgagor and mort- 
gagee, was liable to pay the costs of its preparation. 
At any rate, until its actual execution, the deed was the 
property of the mortgagor, and the solicitor’s lien for 
costs attached, and this lien could not be destroyed by 
the execution of the mortgage. If the mortgage deed 
then became the property of the solicitor as mortgagee, 
still it did not become his absolute property ; he had only 
a qualified property in it subject to the mortgagor’s 
right of redemption. Lord Justice James, however, said 
that the mortgage deed never was in any sense the 
client’s property. It was the mortgagee’s own deed ; he 
prepared it on his own behalf as mortgagee, not in the 
character of solicitor to the mortgagor, though as mort- 
gagee he had a right to be paid the costs of its prepara- 
tion by the mortgagor. A solicitor’s lien for costs only 
attached to documents which he was holding for his 
client as his client’s property. The solicitor as 
mortgagee had a right to part with the mortgage deed 
to any one to whom he chose to transfer the mortgage 
cr to sell the property under his power of sale. He 
could not do that with a deed which was his client’s 
property. The supposed right of lien, therefore, never 
existed at all. 





Some or THE apMirers of the Indian mode of framing 
statutes have regretted that, in drafting the new 
Criminal Code, Sir J. F. Stephen did not, as in the 
case of the Evidence Bill which he prepared in 
1873, append to each section one or more illustrations 
explanatory of the language of the section. In 
the preface to his “Digest of the Law of Evi- 
dence” Sir J. F. Stephen himself remarks, “ that 
ilustrations might be used with advantage in Acts of 
Parliament, though I am aware that others take a 
different view.” As it is possible that the desirability 
of appending illustrations may be pressed upon the com- 
mittee which is now occupied in revising the Bill, it 
may be worth while to draw attention to some observa- 
tions on this subject made by Sir Robert Stuart, the 
Chief Justice of the North-West Provinces, in a case of 
Nanak Ram vy. Mehur Lal (1. L. R. 1 All. 487), where, 
after characterizing a particular illustration in the 
Indian Contract Act as “so vague and bald as to 
be open to misapprehension,’ he said he would 
“‘ infinitely prefer to have the bare and simple language 
of the Act itself, without appendages of any kind,” 
Of the *‘ illustrations” generally, he observed that‘‘ they 
merely go to show the intention of the framers of the 
Acts, end in that and in other respects they may be use- 
ful, provided they are correct. In this country, where 
the administration of the law is for the most part con- 


| formance of their duties. 








ducted by thosé ‘who are not only not professiona} 
lawyers, but who have had no legal education or tr 

in any proper or rational sense of the term, the Legisla. 
ture acts with wisdom and salutary consideration for 
the interests of justice by putting into the hands of 
judicial officers appliances such as the illustrations ip 
question for their guidance and direction in the per. 
But for myself, I can truly 
say I have never experienced their utility, and I fear 
they sometimes mislead, and I observe they are more 
regarded in the subordinate courts in these provinces, 
and even by the pleaders of this High Court, than is the 
paramount language of the Act itself, of which, how- 
ever, as I have remarked, they, strictly speaking, form 
no part.” It should be mentioned that many of the 
illustrations which were incorporated in the earlier codes 
were founded on cases which had actually arisen and 
been decided in England. 








THE UTILITY OF INDICTMENTS. 


We have on several occasions expressed our opinion with 
regard to the antiquated, cumbrous, and useless charac- 
ter of our present system of criminal pleading. In caseg 
of conspiracy and fraud the counts in an indictment 
are frequently numbered by scores, great expense is in- 
curred, a quantity of human labour and parchment is 
wasted, and no person on earth is benefited in the 
smallest degree except the counsel who draws the in- 
dictment, and sometimes a prisoner who gets off by 
reason of a flaw in it. 

The recent case of Bradlaugh v. The Queen (26 W. R, 
410, L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 607) impels us to return to this 
subject. Certainly the powers that be have not beer 
fortunate in their proceedings against Mr. Bradlaugh, 
He is almost, if not quite, as difficult to bring to book as. 
a Ritualist parson. An Englishman’s habits of thought 
and experience with regard to legal matters do not en- 
able him fully to enjoy the humour of the situations. 
which our great legal drama often presents, but some 
foreign philosopher, with a taste for the ludicrous, 
studying the manners and habits of Englishmen from 
the impartially distant point of view from which a 
naturalist studies the habits of ants, could hardly fail 
sometimes to find considerable amusement in the con- 
templation of the processes of our criminal and quasi- 
criminal law. To take the case we are now discussing : 
a great many days are taken up by a trial before a 
pre-eminently august personage clad in scarlet and 
ermine, whose time is worth so much a minute—we really 
do not remember the exact amount which a calcula- 
tion made not long ago in the pages of a con- 
temporary assigned as the value of a judicial minute, 
but we know it is very great. The public mind 
is deeply exercised on the question of what con- 
stitutes obscenity, and much greater publicity is given 
to the work supposed to be objectionable than by 
any other conceivable method could have been ren- 
dered possible. The jury having returned a verdict of 
guilty, the culprits are, we will assume—though we do 
not really remember how that was—admonished with due 
solemnity as to the heinousness of the offence of deprav- 
ing and debauching the public mind, and are sentenced 
to a period of imprisonment, But behold shortly after, 
about the time when the adherents and admirers of Mr. 
Bradlaugh and liberty are about to regard him as & 
martyr in the cause of freedom of speech and thought,. 
it turns out that the time of the pre-eminently august 
personage in scarlet and ermine at so much a minute, 
and his solemn admonitions, have been altogether thrown 
away, that the public need not have troubled themselves, 
and that the only substantial result of all that has takem 
place is that the very junior bar of England have been 
provided with daily amusement gratis for a considerable 
period by a very questionable performance in the Queen's 
Bench. For it subsequently proves that the indictmend 
being bad, the whole proceedings are a nullity, 
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The first observation that would probably suggest itself 
to the impartial philosopher whom we have pictured to 
ourselves above is that it seems somewhat unfortunate 
that the goodness of the indictment—that is to say, the 
form in which the charge is shaped—should not be de- 
termined before the question whether the prisoner is, in 
fact, guilty of it is tried—i.e., before the highest personage 
on the bench of criminal justice is set to apply his rare 

wers of legal analysis and investigation to a protracted 
and entirely futile inquiry, before the public mind is 
debauched by the familiarity with licentious discussion 
of delicate topics which the trial entails, and before the 
junior bar of this country are withdrawn for many days 
from the study of Broom’s Commentaries aad other 
standard works, upon their acquaintance with which our 
future welfare as a nation so much depends. 

Again, it is worth while to inquire with regard to the 
question as to the utility of indictments what the par- 
ticular fault of this indictment was. It was that the 
Fruits of Pailosophy, the work complained of as obscene, 
was not set out at length in the indictment, or at least 
passages taken from it and set out verbatim. Could a 
greater depth of absurdity be conceived in the legal 
doctrine or practice of any semi-barbarous nation than the 
result of this doctrine as applied to the case before us? 
We do not mean to blame the judges of the Court of 
Appeal, for probably they were really bound by authority, 
although we must say a good many of the authorities 
they cited seem to us to be beside the mark. Here isa 
beok of which probably fifty copies were in court, any 
one of which the defendants would have admitted to be 
acorrect copy. What was actually complained of was 
indicated with abundant clearness in the course of the 
evidence. The defendants perfectly well knew what 
they had to meet, and endeavoured to meet it with great 
ability. No human being could have been benefited by 
anumber of law stationers’ clerks having been employed 
to scribble on parchment day and night what no 
one would afterwards read. It will be said that it 
really cannot be necessary to indict in respect of the 
whole book, and that such a course ought to be dis- 
couraged. We have not read the ‘‘ Fruits of Philosophy,” 
and, therefore, cannot tell how far it might have been 
possible to select passages, but it is abundantly clear to 
any person who looks at the thing broadly, that the 
indictment was really in respect of the whole book. The 
book, from what we gathered, undoubtedly described and 
discussed things, the mention and discussion of which 
involves the risk of exciting in many minds obscene ideas, 
but that alone is inconclusive. A medical work is open 
to the same remark. The question really turned on the 
morality or immorality of the object proposed. No 
information could have been given or useful purpose 
served by setting out any portion of the work in the 
indictment. The cases with regard to slander and false 
pretences and such like matters, to which the judges 
tefer in the Court of Appeal as similar to the present 
case, are really entirely dissimilar. It is obvious that 
there could be no sufficient identification of the subject- 
matter of the charge in those cases unless the words 
Were set forth. 

As we have said before, we believe the judges of the 
Court of Appeal were right, having regard to the authori- 
ties and the learning of indictments, But, surely, the 
Whole case clearly shows the difficulties that the “ indict. 
ment” system necessarily entails, and the advisability of 
48 speedily as possible making the learning of indictments 
‘dead letter. If instead of an indictment “ particulars” 
might be ordered to be given to a person charged with 
an offence, and it were left to the judge at the trial to 
‘ay how far such particulars were sufficient, and what 
ought fairly to be admitted in the way of evidence under 

» such an absurdity as the result of the case of 
dlaugh v. The Queen could not again occur. 
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| THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1877. 
OniMivaL Procegpines. 


Tue number of persons:for trial in 1877 was 15,890, 
against 16,078 in 1876; sliowing a decrease of 188 or I'L 
per cent., the number for 1876 slrowing an increase of 
1,364, or 9°2 per cefit. as compared with ‘the number for 
1875. In 1877, under Class I.—offences against the per- 
son—the decrease amounted to 230; but the commit- 
ments for murder were 3 more than in 1876. Under 
Class II.—offences against property with. violence—there 
was an increase amounting to 58. Under Class TiI.— 
offences against property with violence—the increase 
amounted to 19. * Under Class IVY.—malicious offences 
against property—there was a decrease of 21. Under 
Class V.—forgery and offences against the currency—a 
decrease of 18. And uhder Class VI.—offences not 
otherwise classed—an increase of 4. Of the 15,890 per- 
cons tried, 7,079 were tried at the county quarter sessions 
courts, 1,898 at the Middlesex County Sessions, 3,162 at 
the borough sessions courts, 2,700 at the circuit assize 
courts, and 1,051 at the Central Criminal Court; anl 
the results were as follows :— 

1877. 
3,903 


1876. 

Acquitted and discharged 3,841 

Detained as insane 

Sentenced to death 

penal servitude . 

imprisonment, &c. 

reformatories, &c. 

fine or discharge on 
sureties 


45 42 
34 32 
1,639 
9,793 
184 


1,733 
10,029 
145 


” 3? 
” ” 
” ” 
” »” 
292 245 

The number acquitted and discharged in 1877 was 
24°84 of the number committed ; the proportion in 1876 
having been 23°88, and in 1875 25°24. The number de- 
tained as insane was °*28 of the numbers committed; aud 
the proportion of convictions as compared with the 
number for trial in each of the six classes above- 
mentioned was—in Class I. 690; in Class IT. 80°3; in 
Class ITT. 75.8; in Class IV. 55°2; in Class V.86°8; and 
in Class VI. 74°4. As already stated, sentence of death 
was passed in 34 cases: and of the sentences to penal 
servitude 11 were for life, 25 for above 15 years, and 73 
for between ten and fifteen years. There were 2 cases 
of imprisonment for above two years, and 1,198 of im- 
piisonment for periods varying between twelve months 
and two years. Upon conviction, 1,851 persons in 1877, 
against 1,747 in 1876, were sentenced to police super- 
vision under the Prevention of Crimes Act, 1871; and 
the total number so sentenced during the five years 
ending December, 1877, was 8,006. Of the 1,639 con- 
victs sentenced to penal servitude in 1877, 1,426, or 87-0 
per cent., were males, the proportion in 1876 having 
been 87°7, or nearly the same ; but in Class II. the pro- 
portion of males was as high as 96°5; while in Class III.— 
offences against property without violence—it was only 
82°0, To the number of sentences to penal servitude 
may be added 11 cases in which the capital sentence 
was commuted into penal servitude for life, 6 being 
those of females, and 5 of males. Of the 34 persons 
sentenced in 1877 to death, 22 (all males) were executed; 
and to 1 (Alice Rhodes, aged 20) a free pardon was 
granted, while the remaining 11 cases were commuted ; 
of those in which the capital penalty was carried into 
effect, 6 were cases of wife murder, 


Crown Cases Reservep. 


In the year ended 31st of October, 1877, 21 cases were 
submitted for the decision of the court, against 10 in 
1876 and 9 in 1875. Of these cases 3 were tried 
at the assizes, 3 at the Central Criminal Court, and 
15 at the quarter sessions; and in 14 the Court of 
Criminal Appeal affirmed the conviction, while in the re- 
maining 7 it reversed it, Of the assize cases all were 
affirmed ; but in those from the quarter sessions one- 
third were reversed, 
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Costs or CrIMINaL Prosecutions. 


‘Whe returns under this heading are, as usual, one year 
“in arrear, and only deal with the twelve months ending 
3lst of December, 1876, during which there were 
. 14,648 prosecutions on indictment. In respect of these, 
» the costs amounted to £126,343 1s. 1ld., giving an 
average of £8 12s. 6d. as the cost of each case. The 
average for the circuit assize courts was, however, as high 
as £15 13s. 10d., while at the Middlesex Quarter Ses. 
sions it was only £4 9s, 6d. The summary proceedings 
in the same period under the Criminal Justice and 
Juvenile Offenders Acts numbered 19,317, and the costs 
of these amounted to £17,572 11s. 6d., the average for 
each case being 18s. 2d. These figures show, as regards 
the cases tried on indictment, an increase in cost of 
£1,136 as compsred with the amount for 1875; and, as 
regards the summary proceedings, an increase of £386 ; 
but while the average cost of each case tried on indict- 
ment shows an increase of 3s. 5d., that of each summary 
proceeding exhibits a decrease of 1s. 1d. 


Government Prosecutions. 


The total number of Mint cases prosecuted and con- 
cluded in 1877 was 105, and the costs paid by the 
Treasury in respect of them were £19,045 1s. The 
number of all criminal cases, other than Mint cases, 
prosecuted upon indictment or otherwise by the Solicitor 
of the Treasury, and brought to a conclusion within the 
same period, was 153, and the costs incurred in respect 
of them amounted to £1,324 9s. This return includes a 
large number of prosecutions under the Explosives Act, 
the Animals Diseases Act, and other recent Acts, upon 
information. 

Prisons. 


The returns for the local prisons, the reformatories 
and the industrial schools, and for criminal lunatics, are 
for the year ended 29th September, 1877, and those for 
the convict prisons are for the twelve months ended 
3lst March, 1876. The list contains 113 local prisons, 
of which 79 are county and liberty prisons, including 
two for the Isle of Ely, and one each for the liberties of 
‘Peterborough and Ripon; and 34 city, town, and 
borough prisons, inclusive of Newgate. The commit- 
ments to these prisons in 1876-77, males and females 
being distinguished, were as follows :— 


Males. Females. Tcotai. 
“Remanded and discharged . 8,932 3,067 11,999 
For trial at assizes, &c. . 10,984 3,021 14,005 
Convicted at assizes, &c. (not 
before in custody) i - 1,399 312 1,711 
Convicted summarily . - 100,780 43,782 144,562 
Want of sureties 2,415 964 3,379 
Debtors and on civil process . 5,521 233 = ss, 754 
Military and naval offences 6,002 ~- 6,002 





136,033 51,579 187,412 
As compared with the number for 1875-76, the total 
commitments for 1876-77 show an increase of 10,813, 
or 61 per cent.; an increase cf 10,047, or 7°9 per cent, 
in the number of males, and of 766, or 1°5 per cent. in 
the number of females. In the number for trial there is 
@ total increase of 426; in the number convicted at 
aesizes and sessions (not previously in custody) an in- 
crease of 132; in the number committed on summary 
convictions an increase of 7,779, and in the number 
committed for want of eurcties a decrease of 253. The 
commitments for debts and on civil procees show an in- 
crease A $29; and the military aud naval commitmente an 
increase of 1488. The number of offenders sentenced 
to imprisonment on summary conviction, as shown by 
the police returns, in 1876-77 was 100,525, exclusive of 
those sent to reformetories and industrial schools; the 
exe in the number of commitments of those 


entamerily convicted is therefore 44,037; and this 
arises from the fact that the police returns show 
the number sentenced to imprisonment, while those 


3 
are, in default of payment, committed to prison, 
are included in the prison returns with those sentenceg 
to imprisonment on summary conviction. In the totg 
number of recommitted prisoners for 1876-77 thero jg 
an increase, as compared with that for the previous y, 

of 2,284, or 3'2 per cent; and the proportion of the re. 
committed to the total number committed (exclusive of 
debtors, and naval and military offenders) was 41°7 

cent. against 42°5 in 1875-76. In 1876-77, 73,395 per, 
sons had been already committed—25,530 once, 11,909 
twice, 7,252 thrice, 5,431 four times, 3,748 five times, 
5,279 six or seven times, 4,442 eight, nine, or ten tim 

and 9,813 more than ten times. The number who, ong 
previous conviction, had been sentenced to transportation 
or penal servitude was 1,333, or 18 per cent. of the 
total number recommitted during the year 1876-77. Of 
the whole number committed, 1,065 were children of 
under twelve years, and 6,517 of twelve years and under 
sixteen. There were 28,144 offenders of sixteen and 
under twenty-one years of age, 97,066 of between the 
ages of twenty-one and forty, 36,284 of between the ages 
of forty and sixty, and 6,311 of sixty years and upwards, 
while of 269 the ages could not be ascertained. Of 
those under twelve years of age, 982 were males and 83 
females. The proportion of offenders under sixteen years 
of age to the whole number committed in 1876-77 was 
4°3 per cent., being the same as for the previous year; but 
the proportion is, upon the whole, decreasing, since it was 
4°5 in 1874-75, 6°0 in 1873-74 and 1872-73, and 6°'3 in 
1871-72. Of the total committed (exclusive of debtors 
and military and naval offenders), 138,767 were born in 
England, 5,511 in Wales, 4,206 in Scotland, 23,630 in 
Ireland, 7il in the colonies, and 2,257 in foreign 
countries; while the nationalities of 572 could not be 
ascertained. As many as 58,132 could neither read nor 
write ; 110,443 could read, or read and write imperfectly ; 


superior instruction ; while nothing could be discovered 
relative to the educational position of 253. The propor- 
tion of those who were totally uninstructed to the whole 
number was 33°2 in 1876-77, and 31°8 in 1875-76. The 
returns further state that 21,556 of the offenders were of 
no occupation, and that 4,377 were domestic servants, 
86,207 labourers, charwomen, and needlewomen, 10,709 
factory workers, 28,529 mechanics and skilled workers, 
139 foremen and overlookers of labour, 2,826 shopmen, 
shopwomen, and clerks, 4,902 shopkeepers and dealers, 
453 professional people, 9,456 prostitutes, and 295 of 
unascertained occupations, 


At the commencement of the year 1876-77, there were 
20,499 criminals, debtors, and naval and military 
offenders in prison; during the subsequent twelve 
months, 187,412 were committed, and in the same period 
3,211 were removed between local prisons, making 4 
total of 211,122, of which 154,488 were males, and 
56,634 females, Of this number 1,758 were, during the 
year, removed to Government prisons; 3,412 to county 
and borough prisons ; 1,598 to reformatory schools, and 
182 to lunatic asylums; 144 were discharged on pardon 
cr commutation of sentence; 1 was liberated upon 
ticket-of-leave ; and 182,206 were freed on termination 
of sentence or commitment; 1,184 wore bailed (those 
only who were released after committal); 9 escaped; 
22 committed suicide; 186 died; and 20 were executed; 
and, therefore, 20,400 remained in prison at the end of 
the year. The number of separate sleeping cells in the 
whole of the prisons at that date, was 27,151, of which 
24,614 were cells certified in terms of the Prison Act, 
1865, for the separate confinement of prisoners, The 
number of certified punishment cells was 607. The 
greatest number of prisoners under confinement at one 
time, in 1876-77, was 24,466 against 23,220 in 1875-76; 
and the daily averages 20,361 and 18,986 in the two 
years respectively, The number of prisoners under 
sentence of hard labour in 1876-77 was 125,612, oF 
8,404 more than in the previous twelve months, Of the 





who, being sentenced to the 


psyment of a fine, 


146 prisoners who died, 146 were males; and there were 





only 6,585 could read and write well; and 243 posseseed- 
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-also 88,809 cases of slight indisposition, and 4,079 “ in- 
firmary cases,” together with 242 cases of insanity, 
while the greatest number of prisoners sick at one time 
was 1,858. The deaths were one in 1,117'8 of the total 
number under detention during the year, as compared 
with one in 937°4 in 1875-76. There were 57,659 cases 
of punishment, including 157 of whipping, 80 of irons 
or handcuffs, 18,263 of solitary or dark cells, and 39,159 
of stoppage of diet, &c., all these punishments being in 
respect of offences committed in prison. 

The staff of the prison establishments consisted of the 
following officers, viz.:—145 governors and deputy- 
governors, 131 chaplains, 114 surgeons, 186 clerks, 
schoolmasters, and schoolmistresses, 110 matrons, 1,424 
warders, and 431 other subordinate officers, making a 
total of 2,541 against 2,533 in 1875-76. 

In the total costs of prisons there is an increase for 
1876-77 of £11,674 18s. 6d., the amount under “ extra- 
ordinary charges” showing, however, a decrease of 
£877 12s. 11d., while in the “ ordinary annual charges”’ 
there is also a decrease of. £3,440 132. 8d. The costs of 
officers show an increase of £4,854 10s. 6d., and those of 
prisoners a further increase of £11,138 14s. 7d. The 
totals were as follows:—Building and establishment 
charges, £170,231 10s. 5d.; officers, £256,803 4s. 11d.; 
and prisoners, £160,020 9s. 2d., making in all £587,055 
4s,6d. The average yearly charge per prisoner, extra- 
ordinary charges included, was £28 16s. 7d., or £1 9s. 5d. 


less than in 1875-76; but this average yearly charge 


varied very considerably in different prisons, depending, 
as it necessarily must, in a great degree upon the num- 
ber of officers maintained and upon the daily average of 
prisoners. The lowest average cost per head was at 


Salford County Prison, where, with a staff of 66 and a 
daily average of 966 prisoners, it amounted to only 


$14:16s. 1d. At Durham it was £17 0s. 2d., and at 
Preston it was £16 14s. 10d., but at the Lincoln County 
Prison, with a staff of nine and a daily average of 12 
prisoners, it was as much as £107 10s. 11d., and in 13 
other prisons it exceeded £50. The different scurces 
whence the prison expenses for the year were defrayed 
were as follows :—Prison receipts, inclusive of profits of 
prisoners’ labour, £64,852; local rates and funds, 
4405,434; and public revenues, £116,769. 





A nice point was raised in the Birmingham Police Court, 
on Thursday week, by Mr. Young, barrister, who appeared 
forthe defence in a diseased meat case. Evidence of the 
seizure and of the bad quality of the meat having been 

iven by Sub-Inspector Latham, it was argued by Mr. Young 

at, while a person might be appointed to act as an inspec- 
tor of nuisances, and to inspect and seize diseased or bad 
meat, &c., he could not, as laid down in the 250th section of 
the Act, institute proceedings to recover penalties unless daly 
authoriz:d by a general or special resolution of the local 
anthority. Tho local authority was the Town Council who 
ould not delegate their power tothe Markets and Fairs Com- 
tnittee, by whom Latham was appointed. The magistrates 
admitted there was some force in the objection, and they 
adjourned the case for the production of the authority of the 
chief superintendent of the markets, 

Atthe sitting of the Hastings Borough Bench on Thurs- 
day week, the extraordinary occurrenco of one of the magis- 
‘trates rising to differ against a judgment given by the other 
Magistrates gave rise to some «xcitement, The case was one 
of obstruction caused by packing herrings on the East 
Parade, and in the evidenco it was shown that there was 
Some danger of the fish being washed away unless they were 
temoved quickly, asthe tide was rising, and that there was 
No time to removo them to another spot to be packed. The 
bench, taking this into consideration, only inflicted a fine of 
Js. and costs, but Alderman Williams rose and avid that he 
differed from this docision, and thought that where it was a 
case of saving proporty, tho offence should be overlooked, an 
pinion which was received with some alight applause from 
*evoral fishermen and others assombled in the body of tho 
court, 





Rehiews. 


PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


Forrien anp Domestic Law. A Concise TREATISE on 
Private INTERNATIONAL JURISPRUDENCE BASED ON THE 
Decisions or THE Enciish Courts. By Joun ALpEr- 
son Foore, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


Tuts work seems to us likely to prove of considerable use 
to all English lawyers who have to deal with questions of 
private international law. Since the publication of Mr. 
Westlake’s valuable treatise, twenty years ago, the 
judicial decisions of English courts bearing upon 
different parts of this subject have greatly increased in 
number, and it is full time that these decisions should be 
examined, and that the conclusions to be deduced from 
them should be systematically set forth in a treatise. 
Moreover, Mr. Foote has done this well. The arrange- 
ment of the treatise is good, and we have verified a 
considerable number of cases without finding any mis- 
conceptions or inaccnracies of serious importance. The 
style is, as a rule, fairly clear, though not so clear aud 
precise as is desirable in a book dealing with an un- 
familiar and complicated subject. Occasionally, more- 
over, we come across very clumsy and obscure phrases, 
e.g., the discharge of a contract, when not the natural 
result of an agreement is used (p. 506) to mean the dis- 
charge of a contract by some means not contemplated by 
the original agreement. Again, the words, at p. 27, 
“subject to convention to be made with foreign States 
for its reciprocal application,” by no means express that 
the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 121, as to wills and domicil, is not 
to apply at all except as regards States with which such 
conventions shall have been made. 

A peculiar feature of the book is a series of summaries, 
appended to each chapter or section, in which the author 
restates the propositions he considers himself to have 
established. These summaries are reprinted in a con- 
tinuous form at the end of the book, and, as there are 
marginal references to the pages where the proposi- 
tions summarized have been discussed, the summaries 
will, to a great extent, serve as a detailed table of con- 
tents. 

The author has limited himself altogether to the de- 
cisions of English courts, to the exclusion, not only of 
the writings of foreign jurists, but also of continental 
and American, and even of Irish and Scotch decisions. 
We cannot blame him for this. A young lawyer always 
does well to choose a limited subject which he can 
thoroughly master in proference to a more extensive one 
which he can only acquire imperfectly. Moreover, as 
English judges and lawyers habitually look at the deei- 
sions of their own courts as their most trustworthy, if 
not their only trustworthy, guide upon other subjects, 
they have a strong tendency to do the same also as regards 
questions of private international law, and, therefore, a 
treatise founded on English decisions is likely to be al- 
most as much used as if it had a wider foundation. But 
no cne who considers the effect that this tendency to 
look only at English decisions is likely to have ou the 
development of private international law in England, can 
fail to see that it ought to be strenuously resisted by both 
judges and text writers. As municipal laws will unavoid- 
ably differ in different countries, private international law 
has it for its province to determine by which set of muniei- 
pal laws a particular transaction or a particular part of a 
transaction is to be governed, But if different views of 
international law are entertained by the different courts 
before which questions arising out of such a transaction 
may possibly be brought (and a question involving inter. 
national law is usually susceptible of being litigated in 
more than one country), the parties to the transaction 
will never know to which set of municipal laws they 
should look as regulating their rights and obligations. 
In fact these will vary according to the tribunal before 
whieh the case may be brought, It is the first requisite 
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of all law that it should be certain, and in private inter- 
national law this certainty is unattainable without 
uniformity in different countries. But if the judges and 
lawyers of each nation confine their attention to the 
precedents decided in their own courts, they will inevit- 
ably diverge by degrees from each other. For this 
reason such books as Mr. Westlake’s and Judge Story’s 
and Dr. Wharton's Conflict of Laws, which take into 
account thé jurisprudence of different ccuntries, are 
much more conducive to the sound development of pri- 
vate international law than Mr. Foote’s present work. 

To illustrate the danger of conflicting views of inter- 
national-law being adopted in different countries, we 
may point out that the doctrine that, on the abandon- 
ment of a domicil of choice, the domicil of origin always 
revives and continues until a new domicil has been 
acquired—a doctrine which Mr. Foote (p.10), not without 
some reason, regards as settled by dry v. Udny (L. R. 
1H. L. Se. 460) and King v. Foxwell (L. R. 3 Ch. 518), 
is quite opposed to what Dr. Wharton’s Conflict of Laws 
(ss. 59 and 60) speaks of as settled by several decisions, 
including one proceeding from the Supreme Court of 
Connecticut. 





EPPING FOREST ACT. 


Tue Eprinc Forest Act, 1878, with an Inrropvction, 
Norges, anp AN InpEx. By Rozert Hunter, Solicitor. 
Davis & Son. 


Upwards of seven years ago an Act of Parliament was 
pussed which had as its object the ascertainment of the 
rights existing in that vast. area of land called Epping 
Forest, and also the proposal to Parliament of the 
scheme for the preservation of the waste lands within 
its boundaries as a place of recreation for the people. 
It was not till March, 1877, that the commissioners 
appointed under the Act made their final report to 
Parliament. And now, as the outcome of these seven 
years’ prot®edings, we havea further Act which, although 
it comprises in the main the finding of the commis- 
sioners as to the rights existing in the forest, deals with 
these rights by elaborating at great length a scheme of 
its own, which is in material particulars totally different 
from that suggested by the commissioners. This further 
Act it is which is the subject of the little volume now 
before us. 

In the introduction Mr. Hunter gives us a clear out- 
line of the story in which this Act is another, or it 
may be as he suggests the last, chapter. Of the 
numberless practitioners who, in the course of the long 
war which has been waged over the forest, have had to 
grope amongst the crabbed pages of Manwood on Forest 
Law, or amongst the records of the forest courts, many 
would certainly have rejoiced if they could have been 
guided in their researches by as clear and admirable an 
exposition of the whole forest system as is contained 
here in a dozen pages. Technically speaking, Epping 
Forest remained up till the present time subject to the 
incidents of that system, of which the object was, as Mr. 
Hunter says, “to keep the place in statu quo. Thus, 
generally speaking, pasture land could not be turned 
into arable, inclosed woods could not be felled, except 
under conditions which would insure their restoration, 
buildings could not be erected, and open uninclosed 
grounds could not be inclosed. The roam of the deer 
was preserved throughout the whole district, inclosed 
and uninclosed, cultivated and waste land, alike.” 
Practically the Crown rights have in recent times scarcely 
been exercised either over the inclosed or the open 
lands; and even now the preservation of the latter as 
open waste for the benefit of the public has been due 
less to any action on the part of the Crown than to the 
determination with which the Corporation of London, 
on behalf of the persons claiming common rights, has 
fought to meintein those rights against the lords of manors 
as owners of the soil. 

_ The object of the commoners was, in fact, attained 








by the decree of the Master of the Rolls in the suit 
instituted by the corporation almost simultaneously with 
the passing of the first Epping Forest Act. This decree 
established the existence of a single right of common of 
pasture over the whole waste of the forest, it having 
been theretofore assumed—at least, by the lords of 
manors in which the waste lay—that there was not one 
general right in the inhabitants of the forest, but 
several manorial rights in the tenants of the respective 
manors. The corporation, in thus asserting and prose. 
cuting at enormous expense a right which few lawyers 
knew anything about, and which scarcely any human 
being but they and their advisers believed to exist in 
fact, undoubtedly did « bold thing. But the event has 
shown that they were happy both in the advice whiclt 
they received and in the vigour with which they fol. 
lowed it; and they have their reward in that by this 
Act they, jointly with certain officers who are to be 
called by the ancient name of “ verderers” and to be 
elected by the commissioners, are made ‘‘ conservators ” 
of the forest. Their action in the matter largely dimin- 
ished the public importance attaching to the labours of 
the commissioners, for, without any aid from the latter, 
the death-blow was given to inclosure and the forest 
waste was preserved. It remained, however, for the com- 
missioners to ascertain, amongst other things, the legat 
limits of the waste, or, in other words, how many of 
the adjacent inclosures were illegal appropriations of it. 
Their finding upon this subject shows that the waste 
property consists cf 6,000 acres, but that of this area 
just one half had at the time at which they commenced 
their inquiries been inclosed. Mr. Hunter says that 
now, after the throwing open or abatement of inclosures 
which resulted from the legal proceedings, probably 900 
out of the 3,000 acres still remain inclosed. A smalt 


part of these remaining inclosures consists of land either - 


covered with buildings or used as curtilage or garden to 
buildings; and as to this part the scheme contained in 
the Act provides, as suggested by the commissioners, 
that the holders of the inclosures should be quieted in 
title on payment of an adequate consideration. The 
commissioners, however, seem to have failed to appre- 
ciate’ the requirements of the circumstances in theie 
proposed mode of dealing with that part of the remain- 
ing inclosure which is not built over or used as append- 
ages to buildings. This area, amounting apparently to 
about 700 acres, and thusrepresenting nearly one-eighth 
part of the whole waste, seems to have got into the 
hands of grantees from the lords of manors; and ths 
commissioners thought that this fact was sufficient te 
entitle the holders to more favourable consideration than 
could be shown to the lords themselves. ‘They therefore 
proposed to quiet them also in title on condition of the 
inclosed lands remaining charged with a rent-charge 
equal to nine-tenths of their agricultural value. This 
proposition has been absolutely rejected by the Legis- 
Jature, which has wisely ordered the inclosures, with 
some apparently not very important exceptions, to be 
thrown open, leaving the grantees to their natural legal 
remedies against their vendors. 


But the most important features of the new Act are 
due to the onerous functions which the Corporation of 
the City have voluntarily assumed with regard to the 
waste, After having in the suit established beyond # 
doubt that no person or body of persons could shut up 
any part of it, they seem to have come upon the scenes 
again with a bag full of money wherewith to soothe 
the feelings of the vanquished. Mr. Hunter says that 
they have already bought of the lords the fee simple i» 
more than half the entire waste, and the Act requires 
them to buy all the rest. He points out, however, that 
it does not declare as to the waste already open what is 
to be the result if they fail to act as required, though 9 


to the land remaining inclosed, failure to purchase is to 


give the holder the opportunity of obtaining a quiet title, 


No reasonable person will quarrel with the corporatiom 


for this effective desire to secure, at all hazards, the pos- 
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session and control of so splended a recreation ground. 
Nevertheless, it appears to us that, in this matter of pur- 
chase, they have established a precedent of doubtful value. 
The public, although they cannot assert in the courts a 
legal right to the enjoyment of wastes in this position, 
have, as a matter of fact, a possessory right to such en- 
joyment which no one has any legal means of interfering 
ith; and there is no natural reason why this possessory 
tight should not be the subject of limitation or 
regulation by the Legislature, leaving the legal rights in 
the soil exactly where they were. An Act which in 
terms compels a public body previously to intervene as 
purchasers of the soil, even though the compulsion be 
‘put nominal, suggests, unintentionally of course, that the 
public enjoyment rests on the sufferance of the lords. 
The position of purchasers, however, is that which the 
corporation have assumed and which the Act provides 
for; and in its provisions it certainly seems again to 
compare advantageously with the scheme suggested by 
the commissioners. The latter proposed that the pay- 
ments to be made, on the one side by the corporation 
for the purchase of the soil of the waste, and on 
the other by the holders of such inclosures as 
should be allowed to remain, for the acquisition of a 
quiet title, should be settled under the Lands Clauses 
Act on a definite basis which they laid down; and Mr. 
Hunter’s observations upon the litigation and expense 
which this plan would have involved show that it might 
indefinitely have postponed a final settlement. The 
Legislature, on the other hand, has dealt so summarily 
with the matter as almost to suggest that itis tired of it. 
It appoints Sir Arthur Hobhouse, Q.C., as arbitrator, with 
almost absolute power, leaving him to decide what in- 
closures are to be left standing, as being within the terms 
of the exception provided for by the Act, and what are 
to be thrown out, and also to determine, without any 
kind of rule to guide him, but according to his own 
notions of what is just and expedient, all those questions 
of compensation which the commissioners proposed to 
Jeave for settlement under the Lands Clauses Act. 
Within two years he is to make a final award, deciding 
‘every question between the corporation and the other 
interested parties, and this award is to have the binding 
effect of an Act of Parliament. 

Mr. Hunter's edition of the Act will be found ex- 
tremely useful by all the persons—and they will be 
many—whose rights are to be affected by this arbitra- 
tion, or who may be interested in the management and 
good government of the forest. The text of the Act is 
preceded by the introduction to which we have alluded, 
and by a general summary of its effect, and is supple- 
mented by an ample and admirably arranged index, 
whilst the several sections are, as occasion arises, com- 
mented upon in a way which suggests complete 
familiarity with the whole course of events of which this 
Act is the result. This familiarity the author owes to 
his professional engagement in the controversy re- 
specting the forest; but his connection with this con- 
troversy, and with most others which have taken place 
of late years, concerning the preservation of waste lands, 
is too well known to the persons who have attempted to 
inclose such lands to call for observation. We would, 
however, in conclusion, suggest to him that in the vast 
masses of evidence which he has had occasion to investi- 
gate as to the customs and rights affecting open lands, 
there must exist the materials, if he should have leisure 
to collate them, for a treatise on a very interesting sub- 
ject. For it is in the facts which such evidence proves 
that there must be sought the connecting link bétween 
the communal enjoyment of land written of by Sir Henry 
Maine and that system of tenure which is the basis of 
our real property law. 
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The Dublin papers record the death of Mr, George Atkins, 
ter, registrar, and keeper of records in the office of the 
Commissioners of Church Temporalities in Ireland, 
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General Carresponvence. 


MATTHEW v. NORTHERN. ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) + 


Sir,—It will probably satisfy your correspondent 
‘*B.” that the question he puts in your issue of the 
Soxicrror’s Journat for the 23rd inst. may be answered 
in the affirmative as regards any future cases df the 
sort he mentions, if he will refer to the order made in 
Re Helsham’s Policy and the Trustee Acts on the 22nd 
of June last. F ‘ 

In that case, which, like the one he mentions, was 
heard by the Master of the Rolls, though on petition for 
payment out of the moneys to one of the claimants, and 
not as an action against the company, the latter (the 
Church of England Life and Fire Assurance Trust and 
Annuity Institution) were advised by their solicitor 
that they could pay the money into court “ under and 
in conformity with the provisions of the Act for the 
Relief of Trustees,” by virtue of the sub-section referred 
to by “B.,” and they did so. 

I have now before me counsels brief on the petition 
(for the company) which is indorsed “ Order as prayed; 
costs of company, deducted from sum paid in and of 
Appearance, to be taxed.” 

It would have puzzled most people to pay money into 
the High Court of Justice on the 23rd of January, 1874, 
the date when the Northern Assurance Company paid 
into court the £560 in question in that case. I enclose 
my card. N. 

Bedford-row, W.C., Nov. 25. 





NEW ZEALAND. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journa?.} 

Sir,—Referring to the inquiry of ‘‘ A Barrister” in 
your journal for Saturday last, I have an inquiry from 
the colony which might lead to the opening sought, and 
shall be glad to give particulars to anyone calling—ia 
canfidence. S. R. Parriso=. 

11, Queen Victoria-street, London, E.C., Nov. 21. 








A statue of Berryer has been placed in the great hall cf 
the Palace of Justice in Paris. 

By the will of the late Mr. Thomas M‘Donnell, Q.C., the 
father of the Irish bar, a sum of £5,000 is bequeathed to the 
representative body of the Church of Ireland, “to be applied 
in such manner as they shall think best for the interest of 
their Church.” 

It is stated by the Scotsman that the Prosurator-Fiscal 
for the city of Edinburgh ha; issued a warrant for the ap- 
prehension of James Renton, jun., S.S.C. (lately a partner 
of the firm of Renton & Gray), ou a charge of embezzlement 
and theft of money to a large extent belonging to his clients. 
The warrant has, it seems, been in force for several days, 
but the whereabouts of Renton are not known to the authori- 
ties. He was, it may be mentioned, a shareholder ia the 
City of Glasgow Bank, and held an amount of stock qualify- 
ing him for the position of a director. 

A curious scene is stated t> have occurred in the Rolls 
Court at Dublin a few daysago. A witness named Connel- 
lar was summoned for rive voce examination, and, haviag 
entered the witness box, the registrar proceeded to swear 
him. After repeating the oaths it was observed that he had 
kissed his thumb instead of the book. The Master of the 
Rolls commanded him to kiss the book, but again he kissed 
his thumb. The further evasion having been noticed, he 
kissed the book. His Honour said it was the most disgra-e- 
fal exhibition he had ever witnessed ia a court of justice. 
Hoe could place no more reliance on the evidence of a man 
who would be guilty of such behaviour, and he advised 
counsel to kt him go down. The witness was not ex- 
amined. 














Cases of the Geek. 


PracticE—RiGuT oF APPEAL—CASE STATED BY QUARTER 

Sessions—JcpicaturE Act, 1878, ss. 19, 100.—In the 
House of Lords on Tuesday, November 26, the appeal of 
The Overseers of Waisall and others v. The London and North- 
Western Railway Company was de‘ermined. The railway 
company had appealed to the Walsall Borough Sessions 
against a borough ra‘e, and the deputy-recorder reduced the 
rate, subject to a special case for the opinion of the Queen’s 
Bench Division. A writ of certiorari was afterwards issued 
for the removal into the Queen’s Bench Division of the 
order of the Court of Quarter Sessions, and the said order 
was ultimately confirmed, leave being given to the overseers 
to appeal, if an appeal would lie. On the case coming 
befcre the Court of Appeal, it was objected that no appeal 
lay. Cockburn, C.J., and Brett, L.J., held that the 
objection was good, but Bramwell and Cotton, L.JJ., held 
that the appeal would lie. The court being equally divided, 
the judgment of the Queen’s Bench Division stood affirmed, 
and the overseers appealed to the House of Lords. Lord 
Cairns, L.C., Lords Penzance and O'Hagan concurred in 
holding that the Court of Appeal had jurisdiction to hear the 
appeal from the Queen’s Bench Division. By section 19 of 
the Judicature Act, 1873, the court had “ jurisdiction and 
power to hear ard determine appeals from any judgment or 
order, save as hereinafter mentioued.” The words of excep- 
tion did not apply to the present case, while the interpreta- 
tion clause (section 100) express!y provided that ‘‘order” 
should include “rule.” In the present case a rule for a 
certiorari had been issued, end the onus was on the present 
respondents to show that an appeal against the rule would 
not lie. It had been argued in the court below that the 
jerisdiction of the Court of Queen’s Bench in cases submitted 
to it by a court of quarter sessions was consultative only, 
the latter court merely asking for its opinion or advice ; but 
in fact the judgment was as much binding upon the quarter 
sessions as an appeal from any other inferior court. The 
case was remitted to the Court of Appcal for further hearing, 
but without costs. 





Company—Bownp or MorrcacE—CuarcE on Prorerty 
—JubicaTure Act, 1875, 8. 10.—In a case of In re The 
Florence Land Company, before the Court of Appea!, on the 
20th inst., the question arose whether an instrument, in 
the nature of a debenture, issued by a joint stock company, 
created a specific charge on property cf the company, and 
what the nature of the charge (if any) was, The company 
were empowered by their articles of association to issue 
‘*bonds cr mortgage debentures.” In the year 1868 they 
borrowed £20 000 by-the issue of a number of documents, 
culid ‘* obligations,” each of the nominal value of £100. 
Each of these documents was headed, ‘* Obligations—Total 
issue £250,000,’ and by it the company, “ in consideration 
of £100 advanced and lent to them,’’ did thereby, “in pur- 
suan‘e and under the power of these articles of association, 
bind themselves, their successors, assigns, and all their 
estate, property, and effects,” to pay to the lender or 
tearer, on presentation of the bond at the registered office of 
the company, on the 24th of June, 1878, the £100 with in- 
tercst antil payment, at the times and places mentioned in 
the coupons attached thereto. Provided also,. “ that this 
bend is issued subject to the conditions and szale inuorsed 
here:n.” By the indorsed conditions, the company reserved 
“ the right of redeeming this, and as many other obligations 
as the directors may think fit in each year, commencing 
with the year 1871 ; but in no case sha!] the amount of obliga- 
tious to be redeemed in any cne year be less than the amount 
specified in the scale hereunder written,”’ the obligations to be 
redeemrd in each year to te determined by drawings on the 
Ist o' May in each year, end to become payable, with the 
acclu ng interest, on the 30th of June following. In tke 
attached coupons or interest warrants the instrument was 
call. da ‘‘debenture.” An o:der having been made to wind 


up the company, the holders of the obligations took out a 
summons a-king to have it declared that the documents 
created a specific charge on all the property of the company. 
In an action of Norton v. The Florence Land Company (26 
W. kL. R.7 Cb. D. 332), brought before the winding up 
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subsequent mortgagee from selling some land of the company, 
Jessel, M.R., held, upon the construction of the obligation, 
that it was nothing more than a bond, and that it created 
no charge on the property of the company. Hall, V.¢,, 
considered himself bound by this decision, and followed it 
without hearing any argument upon the summons. The 
Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and James and Thesi i 
L.JJ.) held that the instrument created a specific charge on 
the company’s property, Jessel, M.R., said that he 
adhered to his former opinion which was based on 
the construction of the instrument itself, the articles 
of association of the company not being then before him, 
Bat, reading the instrument in connection with the articles, 
he had come to a different conclusion, and was of opinion 
that holders of the obligations were entitled to some 
security on the property of the company, irrespective of 
the dates of the obligations as between themselves. And, 
looking at the nature of the company, and the terms of 
the articles, the fair conclusion was that the security wag 
to be on the property of the company as a going concern, 
subject to the power of the directors to dispose of the prop. 
erty in the carrying on of the company’s business in its 
ordinary course. It was not intended that the company 
should be paralyzed the moment a bond or debenture was 
issued. A creditor, who, with notice of the bonds, received 
payment of his debt out of the company’s property, was 
not to be liable to repay what he had received, nor was it 
meant that a lease of the company’s property could not be 
granted without the assent of every bondholder, but it was 
all subject to the power of the company to carry on its 
business in the ordinary way. James, L.J., founded hig 
opinion upon the construction of the instrument itself, with. 
out reference to the articles, except for the purpose of show- 
ing that the company had power to borrow money on the 
security of a charge upon their property. Upon the instra- 
ment itself he should have said without hesitation that 
something very different from a mere money bond was in- 
tended. Otherwise, the lender would be in a worse posi- 
tion than an ordinary creditor of the company, for the pay- 
ment of his debt would be merely postponed for possibly 
ten years. It was almost impossible to conceive thata 
man would lend his money without any security at all; 
the words ‘‘estate, property, and effects,”’ could not hare 
been inserted in the bond as a mere idle formality, the 
company having power to borrow money on the security 
of a charge on their assets. His lordship thought that the 
words “charges,” “bind,” “oblige’’ were absolutely 
synonymous, ‘The only reasonable constraction of the 
words ‘‘bind their estates, property, and effects” 
was that they were equivalent to ‘‘bind the under- 
taking of the company.”’ It was a special charge on the 
assets of the company which were available at the time when 
it was enforced in priority to the other creditors. These 
creditors had had the benefit of the money advanced, and 
there was no reason why the lender should not have a charge: 
in priority to them. But the company were left masters of 
their assets so long as the business was carried on as @ 
going concern. Thesiger, L.J., based his judgment on the 
effect of the articles and the bond taken together, and ex-- 
pressed no opinion on the cons‘ruction of the bond per 4. 
though he eaid that it must not be assumed that he dissen 
from the view of James, L.J. In the course of the argument 
the question was raised whether the charge could affect: 
property of the company acquired after the date of the bond, 
aud the court, in remitting the summons to the Vice-Chan- 
cellor, left this question expressly open. Jessel, M.R., said, 
in the course of the argument, that he doubted whether in 
bankruptcy a trader would be allowed to give a charge om 
his future property in favour of a single creditor. And now 
that, by virtue of section 10 of the Judicature Act of 1875, 
the law as to secured creditors was the same in winding 
up as in bankruptcy, it was a very serious question whether 
a company could give such a security. 





Britt or Sate—RecistRaTtion—Recerr For Money 
AS FoR AxnsoLurE SALE or Goops— ConTEMPORANEOUS 
AGREEMENT TO LET THE GoODs TO THE VENDOR—17 & 18: 
Vict. c. 36, ss. 1, 2, 7—In a case of Ex parte Odell, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 21st inst., a new device 





by the ho'der of one of the obligations, on behalf of himself 
and all tle othcr holders, agaicst the company, to restrain a | 





for the evasion of the Bills of Sale Act proved unsuccessful. 
A person who had an execution in bis house applied to C., 
a money lender, for the loan of £150 fcr the purpose of pay~ 
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ing out the sheriff and providing himself with some money, 
The transaction was carried out in this way: an inventory 
of the furniture was made, and at the foot of it W., the 
borrower, signed a receipt for £150, which was expressed to 
be for the ‘‘ absolute sale” to C. “ of the above-mentioned 
articles.” Oa the same day, the 18th of July, a memoran- 
dum of agreement was made between C. and W., by which 
C. agreed to let, and W. agree! to hire, the same articles 
(which were specified in a schedule to the agreement) for 
the term of two months from the day of the date of the 
agreement for the sum of £170, to be paid by W. to C. on 
the 18th of September following, or at such other times as 
might be agreed upon between the parties. In case the 
£170 should not be duly paid according to the agreement, 
or if, during the continuance of the agreement, 
the goods should be seized under a distress or an execution 
ainst W., or W. should become bankrupt, or file a 
liquidation petition, or remove the goods without the con- 
sent of C., C. was to be entitled at once to determine the 
agreement, and was to be thereupon at liberty to seize the 
and to sell them ; and, if upon a sale there should be 
realized more than enough to pay what was due to C. 
under the agreement, and his expenses, he was to pay the 
surplus to W. ; but, if there shou!d be a deficiency, W. was 
tomake it good to C. Assoon as the £170 end expenses 
should have been paid by W. t» C., the goods were to 
become the property of W. C. paid out the sheriff, and the 
balance of the £150 was handed to W. Neither of the 
documents was regist+red as a bill of sale. In August W. 
paid C. £50 on account of the £170. The b:lance of £120 
was not paid by W. when it became due in September, and 
C. thereupon instructed H. to take possession of the goods. 
An arrangement was then come to that H. should pay the 
£120 to C., and this was done on the 22nd of September. 
C. signed a receipt for the £120 (indorsed on the hiring 
agreement of the 18:h of July), as ‘‘ for the absolute sale” 
to H. “of the whole of the goods herein specified.” And 
the same day an agreement (similar to the agreement of the 
18th of July) was entered into between H. and W., by which 
H. agreed to let the same furniture to W. for three months 
for the sum of £145, to be paid in three instalments, in 
October, November, and December. This agreement was 
not registered. The instalment due in October was not paid 
W., and H. on the 6th of November took posse:sion of 
the furniture, but the possession was only a formalone. W. 
committed an act of bankruptcy, an! was adjudicated a 
bankrupt. From the 18th of July until after the commis- 
sion of the act of bankruptcy, the furniture bad remained 
in the apparent possession of W. The furniture having been 
sold by H., the trustee in the bankruptcy claimed the 
proceeds of sale, on the ground that the documents of the 18th 
of July ought to have been registered as a bill of sale. Mr. 
Registrar Murray was of opinion that this claim was un- 
founded, on the ground that the property in the goods had 
passed to C., as absolute owner by delivery, the first docu- 
ment signed being a mere receipt for the purchase-money. 
But the Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, 
L.JJ.) were of opinion that, having regard to all the cir- 
cumstances, possibly even the inventory and receipt of the 
18th of July was a bill of sale requiring registration; buat 
that, at any rate, it, and the contemporaneous hiring agree- 


‘ ment together, constituted one transaction, and should have 


been registered, as amounting, in fact, to a conditional bill of 

James, L.J., thought the inventory and receipt of the 
18th of July would have operated at law as a transfer of 
the goods to C., bot, at any rate, it was enough to give him 
good equitable title, and it was now well settled that an 
equitable assignment was within the Bills of Sale Act. It was 
not, however, necessary to decide this point, for the two 
documents of the 18th of July were executed as part and 
parcel of the same transaction ; they were contemporaneous 
a fully as it was possible that two documents should 
be. They together constituted the real transaction between 


the parties, which was, in fact, a bill of sale of the goods’ 


redeemable by W. on payment of the sum agreed upon. Before 
the execution of the documents the goods were his; after 

execution they remained his goods, subject to the pay- 
ment of the loan. The goods were C.’s only as a mortgagee. 
It was a bill of sale with a defeasance, and was 
Within the very words of the Act. The subsequent trans- 
action with A. did not alter the case. There was no real 
sale ofthe goods to him under ©.’s power of sale ; there was 





request. It was a mera transfer to H. of C.’s rizht ae a” 
mortgagee, and H. stood in no beit-r position than C., whose 
title was derived under an unregistered bill of sale, and was 
liable to be defeated by that of the trustee in the bank- 
ruptcy, inssmuch as the apparent possession of W. had not 
ceased when the act of bankruptcy was committed. Bag- 
gallay, L.J., said that the remarkable provision in the 
hiring agreement that if, by the sale of the goods, C. should 
realize more than what was due to hin, the surplus should 
be paid to W., and that, on the other hand, if there should 
be a deficiency, W. should make it up, was utterly iaeon- 
sistent with the notion that there had been an absolute sale 
of the goods to C. and a subs-quent letting of them by him 
to W. It was impossible to regard the transaction as any- 
thing else but a loan of £150 for two months on the security 
of the goods, £20 being paid as tie consideration for the 
loan. And, if that was the result of the transaction taken 
as a whole, it could make no difference that it was contained 
in two documents instead of in one. And the transaction ia 
September amounted to nothing but a transfer of the mortgage 
by C.to H. Thesiger, L.J., said it was important to observe 
that there was no evidence of any egreement between the 
parties apart from the written documents themselves, and 
the court bad, therefore, simply to look at the documents to 
see whether they constituted a bill of sale requiring registra- 
tion. This distinguishei the present case from the three 
cases mainly relied on for the respondent—viz., Thomson v. 
Barrett (1 L. T. N. 8. 268), Allsopp v. Day (7 H. & N. 457), 
and Byerley v. Prevost (L. R. 6 C. P. 144). Ix all of those 
cases there was a complete antecedent agreement apart from 
the document, in the form of a receipt for the purchase- 
money of goods, which was alleged to be a bill of sale, and 
the whole of the transaction was not reduced to writing, And, 
his lordship added, that, if any case should hereafter arise in 
which the circumstances were identical with thecircumstanees- 
of those three cases, he thought it very desirable that those 
decisions should receive further consideration. As to the 
transaction of September, it was one of two things, a simple 
transfer by C. of his rights to H., or an entire'y new 
transaction. If it was the first, then C. could give to H. no 
better title than he himself had ; if it was the latter, it wae 
nothing more than a repetition of the original transaction, 


ArpEAL—FalLurE TO GIvE Security For Costs—Dis- 
MISSAL OF APPEAL For WanT oF ProsecuTion— Costs oF 
SyortHanp Norrs.—In a case of Hankin v. Turner an 
application was made, on the 27th inst., by the defendant to 
dismiss the plaintiff's appeal for want of prosecution. The 
appeal was from an interlocutory order of Lush, J., as 
vacation judge (noted 22 Soxicrrors’ JocrNAL, 951). On 
the 2nd inst. the Court of Appeal (ante, p. 27) ordered that 
the plaintiff should deposit £20 in court on or before the 
20th inst. ‘This deposit was not made, and the defendant 
then gave notice of motion to dismiss the appeal for want of 
prosecution. On the hearing of the motion the plaintiff did 
not appear, and the court (James, Baggallay, and Taesiger, 
L.JJ.) ordered that the appeal should be dismissed, witls 
costs. The defendant's couns-1] then asked that the costs 
might include the costs of copies of a shorthand writer's 
notes of the preceedings before Lush, J. The notice of 
motion, however, had not expressly asked for these costs, 
and James, L.J., said that such an order could not be made 
ex parte, 


Computsory Purcuast—Nortice to Treat—Lanps 
Cuavsss Act, 1845, s. 92—“ Part or House’’—Lanp NoT 
Buitt vpon at Date or Notice—SuBsEQuENT ERectIon oF 
Hovse—Lanp part oF CurtTiLace.—In a case of Littler 
v. Rhyl Improvement Commissioners, before the Master of 
the Rolls on the 22nd inst., a question arose as to the con- 
struction of section 92 of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, 
which provides ‘‘that no party shall at any time be required * 
to sell or convey to the prom ‘ters of the undertaking a part - 
only of any house or o her building if such party be willing 
and able to sell and convey the whole.” Under their com- 
pulsory powers the defendants gave the plaintiff notice to- 
treat for part of certain land in his possessien. Subse-- 
quently to the receipt of this notice the plaintiff built 
house on his land so as, in fact, to make the piece for which - 
notice to treat had been given part of the curtilage of his - 
house. As the plaintiff failed to state the particulars of his 


4 mere payment to C. of the sum due to him by H. at W.’s | claim for compensation, the defendants gave him notice of 
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their intention to summon a jury to assess the same for the 
rat of the land mentioned in the notice to treat. The 
y aintiff then seyved the defendants with counter notice that 
he required them to take the whole of bis house and land 
under the above section of the Lands Clauses Act. He also 
commenced an action against them for a declaration that 
they were bound to take the whole, and moved for an in- 
juncticn to restrain them from proceeding to assess compen- 
sation for anything lets. The Master of the Rolls was of 
opinion that the effect of the notice to treat was to bind the 
rights of the parties at that time, and that the ‘‘ part of any 
horse” mentioned in rection 92 referred only to a house in 
existence at the time of the notics to treat. The plaintiff 
could not, by building subsequently to the receipt of the 
rotice, give himself a greater right than he had at that time. 
He therefore refused the motion. 





PRACTICE—APPLICATION BY PLAINTIFF FOR PRELIMINARY 
TrIaL OF Issurs—Rvtes oF Court, 1875, orp. 36, R. 6.— 
In another case of The Emma Silver Mining Company v. 
Grant, before the Master of the Rolls on the 22nd inst., a 
motion was made by the plaintiff for an order, under ord. 
36, r. 6, that certain issues of fact in the action might be 
tried against two defendants before the other issues in the 
action against them and the other defendants. The above 
role provides that, “subject to the provisions of the pre- 
ceding ruler, the court or a judge may in any action at any 
time or from time to time order that different questions of 
fact arising therein be tried by different mcdes of trial, or 
tbat ore or more questions of fact be tried before the others, 
and may appoint the place or places for such trial or trials, 
ard in all cases may order that one or more issues of fact 
be tried before any other or others.” No decision could 
‘be produced 8s to the construction of the rule. The issues 
mentioned in the notice of motion were lengthy and com- 
plicated, but by consent these were eventually reduced to 

wo simple ones. The plaintiff also gave an undertaking 
if the trial of the issues was directed not to proceed with 
tte rest of the action against the two defendants. On 
theee terms the Master of the Rolls said he would make 
the order asked for in this particular case. His lordship, 
however, said that without consultation with the other 
je dges he did not feel disposed to lay down any general 
principle as to the construction of the rule, but he men- 
io: ed several instances in which he bad himself made orders 
ander the rule, but alwayson the motion of defendants. In 
‘one case, where the question whether the plaintiff was legiti- 
mateor illegitimate would, if decided one way, have the effect 
of putting an end to the action, he had allowed that issue 
«np the motion of a defendant to be tried first, with the result 
of a judgment adverse to the plaintiff, and so of an end to 
the action. Another case where he had allowed such pre- 
Jiminary issue was where the plaintiff alleged himself to be 
the heir-at-law of an intestate, and where, if that issue were 
¢ecided against the plaintiff, his case altogether failed. 
Ancther issue he had allowed was whether a man was 
tenant of a manor or not. He could not remember an 
application of this character on the part of a plaintiff, and 
in bis opinion different considerations arose. A defendant 
had a right to compel the plaintiff to prove his whole case 
against him, and not to retire from one part and rely on 
arother, So that a defendant would have a perfect right to 
answer thet the plaintiff should have brought a separate 
action. He would not say circumstances might not arise in 
whieh a plaintiff would be justified in applying, but certainly 
#6 4 rule he did not consider any plaintiff so justified. The 
action was ordered to be set down against the two defendants 
fer trial of the two issues only, and all costs were reserved. 





Prespisc—Criam or Ixconsistenr RetierF—Waiver 
OY ONE ALTEENATIVE—CO8TS.—In a case of Evans y. Davis, 
before Fry, J., on the 25th inst., the action was brought in 
respect of a breach by the defendant of an agreement 
between the plaintiff and himself, that the plaintiff should 
grent, and the defendsnt should accept, a lease of a part of 
a house. It was provided that the lease should contain 
certain restrictive covenants, corresponding with those con- 
tained in a renewed \ease of the whole house which the 
plaintiff's landlord was about to grant to him. And it was 
wleged that the defendant had broken one of those 
orenants, and had thus committed a breach of the agree. 











ment. When the writ was issued the plaintiff's own re 
newed leis had been granted, but no lease had been gran 
by the plaintiff to the defendant, though the defendant wag 
in possession under the agreement. The writ was indorsed 
with a claim for an injunction to restrain the alleged b: 

for damages for the breach, and to recover possession of the 
premises comprised in the agreement. Afterwards, in his 
sta‘ement of claim, the plaintiff said that the lease agreed to 
be granted to the defendant had not yet been granted, “* but 
the plaintif has always been, and is, ready and willing tp 
grant the same, and the draft thereof has been approved on 
behalf of the defendant, and such draft contains a covenant 
in all respects similar to the covenant in that behalf in the 
lease to the plaintiff.” And the plaintiff claimed the same 
relief as was mentioned in the indorsement of the writ. It 
was contended on behalf of the defendant that the plaintiff, 
by claiming to recover pa of the property, a claim 
which could only be founded on the theory that he 
was entitled to treat the agreement as at an end, and 
claiming at the same time, in unlimited terms, an 
injunction to restrain the breach of the agreement, 
claim which necessarily pre-supposed the continuance of 
the agreement, and was, therefore, inconsistent with 
the other claim, and then, io his statement of claim, 
saying that he was still ready and willing to grant the 
lease, had in effect abandoned his claim to recover possession 
of the property, and was, at the most, entitled to an in 
jucction. And Fry, J.,held that this was so. He said that 
the claim was an ambiguous one. The two branches of 
relief were inconsistent in this sense, that the plaintiff 
could not have them both at the same time. And the 
pleading must be taken to be a submission by the plaintiff 
to act upon the agreement, by which he must be held bound, 
He was, therefore, entitled only to judgment for an injane. 
tion to restrain the breach of the agreement, and, inas 
much as by his claim he had placed the defendant in a position 
of great difficulty, the judgment would be without costs, 





JupicraL SepaRaTion—Martrimonrat Causes Act, 1878, 
8. 4—JURISDICTION OF JUsTICES—CusTODY oF CHILDREN.— 
In the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, on 
Tuesday, November 26, the case of Grove v. Grove 
(being the first appeal presented under the Matrimonal 
Causes Act, 1878, 41 & 42 Vict. c. 19) was disposed 
of. The appellant had been convicted before the 
magistrates at Leamington of an aggravated assault 
upon his wife, and the justices had, under section 
4 of the Act made an order which recited that the 
fature safety of the wife was in peril, and directed that 
she should be no longer bound to cohabit with her husband, 
that he should pay her a weekly allowance of £3, and that 
the custody of the only child of the marriage (a gitl 
nine years of age) should be committed to the wife. The 
counsel for the appellant now contended that the allow- 
ance ordered to be made was exceesive, having regard to 
the means of the husband. He also pointed out that the 
Act gave the magistrates only a limited jurisdiction over 
the children of the marriage, being confined to those who 
were under ten years of age, and he argued that the order 
was bad for generality and as providing for the permanent 
custody of the child after attaining the age of ten. The 
president of the division observed that the peculiar jaris- 
diction conferred upon the magistrates under the statute 
was given by the Legislature with the view of relieving 
parties from the expense of bringing a suit for judicial 
separation in the High Court, and that, therefore, it would 
be very unfortunate if the court were obliged, in reviewing 
the order, to hold a fresh inquiry as to the means of the 
husband, In the present case, however, it had not been 
plainly shown that the amount of allowance ordered was 
excessive. With reference to the provision for the cus- 
tody of the child, the order was valid so long as she was 
under ten years of age, and it must be taken to have what 
ever legal operation was given to it by the statute. He, 
therefore, dismissed the appeal, with coats, 





On Friday, the 22nd inst., at the Central Criminal Court, 
the trial of Mr. Henry Ford, clerk of the perce for Devon- 
shire, was brought to a conclusion, the jury, after an absence 
of half-an-hour, returning a verdict of acquittal, 
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SHuciteties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


This society held its usual weekly meeting on Tuesday 
-evening last, the 26th of November, at the Law Institu- 
tion, Chancery-lane, Mr. A. M. Ellis, LL.B., in the chair. 
The question appointed for the debate was:—“ Ought 

liamentary impeachment to be abolished ?’’ Mr. C. 8. 

y, LL.D., opened the discussion and maintained the 
_afirmative; he was followed by Mr. Morice, B.A., also 
_afirmative, and Mr. Van Sommers, negative. The debate 
being then open, eeveral members addressed the meeting, and 
the opener having replied, the qnestion was put to the 
ociety and decided in the negative by a majority of votes. 


ONITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting was held at the Law Institution on Monday, 
the 25th inst., Mr. E. H. Quicke in the chair, when the 
following legal moot, introduced by Mr. Ward, was dis- 
-eussed—viz. :—‘* A. takes a train from London announced 
in the timetables as arriving at Trent at a quarter-past ten, 
intending there to catch the half-past ten train to a town in the 
-district where he has an appointment. The train from 
London is so late that he misses the half-past ten und has 
to drive to his appointment at an extra cost of fifteen 
shillings. Can he recover this sum from the company ?” 
Messrs. Owen and Gatey spoke in favour of the negative 
view; Messrs, Collyer, Pickersgill, Moyle, and Cole sup- 
ported the affirmative. The question was put in three forms 
to the meeting. The first, Whether the company was liable 
in the absence of specia] conditions, was unanimously decided 
in the affirmative. The second, Whether the company was 
liable assuming the existence of the usual conditions, was 
catried by a majority of one. The third, Could the sum of 
fifteen shillings be recovered as damages, was also answered 
in the affirmative by a majority of three. 

A meeting was held at Clement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday 
last, under tbe presidency of Mr. D’a. B. Collyer, B.A. Mr. 
W. Dowson, opened for debate the following proposition :— 
“That it will be to the advantage of both Church and State 
to sever their connection.” The discussion was well sus- 
tained by several of the gentlemen present, the principal 

akers for the atlirmative being Meesrs. Ashton, Cross, 

n, Spokes, and Atherley Jones; for the negative, Messrs. 
um, Ward, and Kains-Jackson. ‘The arguments, 
adopted by the speakers in favour of Disestablishment, 
mainly consisted of (first) the injurious effect which a State 
Church produced upon the conscience and sincerity of the 
clergy; (second) the present enormous diversity of opinion, 
existing within the Anglican commuonicn ; and (third) the 
consequent hardship suffered by Dissenters from the State 
otha one peculiar religion. The opposite view chiefly 
welt on the superiority of culture and independence of 
thought evinced by clergymen of an Established Church in 
contrast with those of a voluntary system. At the conclu- 
sion of the debate, the chairman summed up and put the 
‘question to the meeting, when the affirmative was carried by 
4 majority of two. 


, BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCISTY. 


The 637th meeting of this society was held on Tuesday 
evening, November 26, at the Law Library, Birmingham, 
Johnson, Esq., in the chair, when a discussion took 
place upon moot point No. 603—(1) ‘Cau an articled 
clerk who has, after he has been articled, passed one of the 
examinations mentioned in 40 & 41 Viot. c, 24, be admitted 
& solicitor after four years’ service P’ (2) Is it desirable 
that he should be go admitted P—23 & 24 Vict. o. 127; 
#0 & 41 Vict. 0. 25, 8.13.” The speakers on the affirma- 
tive were Messrs. Bayley, Hargreave, Fitter, and Samuel ; 
on the negative Messrs. Rogers, Barrows, and Crookford, 
The voting on the firat point was in favour of the affirma- 
tive by a majority of one vote, and on the second point in 
favour of the negative by the same majority, A vote of 
thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting, 





The Canada Law Journal announces the death of the 
Hon. Robert Alexander Harrison, Chief Justice of Ontario, 
at the early ago of forty-five years. 








Apputututrents, Ete. 


Mr. Francis Henry Bacon, barrister, has been appointed 
Judge of the Bloomsbury County Court (Circuit No. 42), in 
succession to the late Mr. George Lake Russell. Mr. 
Bacon is the son of Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon. He 
is an M.A. of Balliol College, Oxford, where he graduated 
third class in classics in 1854. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1856, and attached himself 
to the equity bar, having formerly been a member of the 
Home Circuit. He acted as secretary to tte St. Katharine’s 
Hospital Commission and the Labour Laws Commission. 
Mr. Bacon has been for some time secretary to Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon, and revising barrister for the City of 
London. 

Mr. Henry Corset, solicitor, of Worcester, has been 
re-appointed Under-Sheriff for the City and County of the 
City of Worcester for the ensuing year. Mr. Corbett was 
admitted a solicitor in Hilary Term, 1873. 


Mr. Geratp Firzersson, Q.C., has been appointed an 
Irish Lord Justice of Appeal in the room of Lord Justice 
Christian, resigned. Mr. Fitzgibbon was called to the 
Irish Bar in 1860, and was made Queen’s Counsel in 
1872. 

Mr. Recinatp Lowsrince Foster, s>licitor, town clerk 
of Wells and clerk to the city magistrates, has been 
appointed Registrar of the Wells County Court (Circuit 
No. 54), in succession to his father, the late Mr. William 
Jobn Slade Foster. 

Mr. Grorce Henry Garrarp, solicitor (of the Em of 
New, Prance, & Garrard), of Evesham and Alcester, has 
been re-elected Mayor of Evesham for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Garrard is clerk to the Evesham Highway Board and 
the Bengeworth Barial Board. He was admitted a solicitor 
in 1852, and is in partnership with Mr. Herbert New, the 
registrar of the Evesham County Court, and with Mr. 
Courtenay Connell Prance. 

Mr. Georce Hirrzet, solicitor and proctor, of Exeter 
and’ Okehampton, has been appointed Under-Sheriff for the 
City and County of the City of Exeter for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Uirtzel was admitted a solicitor in 1854. 

Mr. Cecrn Epwarp Krvesrorp, solicitor, of Canterbary, 
has been appointed Under-Sheriff for the City and County 
of the City of Canterbury for the ensuing year. Mr. Kings- 
ford is the son of Mr. Montague Kingsford, solicitor (of 
the firm of Wightwick, Kingsford, & Wightwick), and was 
admitted a solicitor in October, 1878. 

Mr, Joun Leak, solicitor, of Hull, hes been appointed 
Agent for granting Foreign Office Passports at Hull, in the 
place of his partner, the late Mr. George Christopher 
Roberts. Mr. Leak was admitted a solicitor mm 1853. 

Mr. Marcus Louis, solicitor, of Ruthin, Corwen, and 
Rhyl, has been re-elected Mayor of the Borough of Rathin 
for the ensuing year for the third time. Mr. Louis was 
admitted a solicitor in 1855, and is in partnership with 
Mr. William Osbert Eiwards. H's firm are joint clerks to 
the County Magistrates at Corwer, and solicitors to the 
Rhyl Improvement Commissioners. 

Mr. Henry Rances, solicitor, of Cambridge and Ely, has 
been elected Mayor of the Borough of Cambridge for the 
ensuing year. Mr. Rance is one of the borough aldermen. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1828, and is in partnership 
wiih his son, Mr. Heary William Henniker Rance, LL. M., 
who has recently entered into partuership with Mr. Wynue 
Baxter, one of the under-sheriff’s of the City of London. 

Mr. Artaur Rotur, solicitor, of Ball, and of 12, Mark- 
laue, London, has been appointed Under-Sheriff for the 
Town and County of the Town of Kingston-upon- Hall for the 
ensuing year. Mr. Rollit is the son of Mr, Joha Rollit, 
solicitor. He was admitted a solicitor in 1871, and is 
deputy-registrar of the Hall County Court, He is ia part- 
nership with his brother, De. Albert Kaye Rollit, who is 
registrar of the county court and district registrar, uader 
the Judicature Aota, of the High Court of Justice, 

Mr, Rremarp Partcort Surin, solicitor, of Strood, Kent, 
hag been appointed Clerk to the Hoo Board of Guardians. 
Mr, Smyth waa admitted a solicitor in 1869, and is clerk 
to the Roohester District Highway Board. 
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THE LATE CLERK OF THE INCORPORATED 
LAW SOCIETY. 


In the St. Albans County Court on Monday, before Me. J. 
Wigham, judge, Mr. Grain, barrister, made at application to 
his Honour in the bankruptcy proceedings of Leonard Laid- 
man, late of Elstree, Herts, and clerk of the Incorporated 
Law Society, but who is now undergoing a term of five 
years’ penal servitude for embezzlement from the society, he 
having been convicted in the course of last year. It appeared 
from the statement of Mr. Grain, t'iat during his incarcera- 
tion the prisoner admitted having purchased the proper.y he 
possessed at Elstree and Edgware, and which realized on 
sale by auction £8,700, out of the money he defrauded the 
Incorporated Law Society of, and therefore when the bank- 
ruptcy proce:dings were commenced, the society was the 
principal creditor of the estate. Mr. J. J. B. Black, of 
King William-street, was appointed trustee, and Mr. G. J. 
P. Cairns, of Serjeant’s-ino, Fleet-street, who was the 
solicitor defending Laidman on his prosecution, was ap- 
pointed solicitor for the trustee. Mr. Grain, now appearing 
for the society, complained that the trustee had not fal- 
filled the requirements of the 20th and 30th sections of the 
Bankruptey Act of 1869, which required him to call a 
meeting of the committee of inspection at least once every 
three months, when the accounts should be audited, and it 
should be determined whether avy or what dividend should 
be paid. He wasalso required to pay the money he re- 
ceived into the bank, and not to keep in his hands a larger 
sum than £50 for more than ten days. There were also 
several other respects in which Black had failed to comply, 
and he had likewise disobeyed the orders of the court. 
The learned counsel therefore applied that he might: be 
dismissed from his office, and that Mr. J. H. Schroder, of 
4, Lincoln’s-inn-field*, might be appointed in the matter. 
The trastee did not appear in the coart till later in the day 
and then be was accompanied bv Mr. Cairns. The jadge 
made an order that two sums of £390 and £225 respectively, 
which, it was alleged, had been paid away without proper 
sanction, be forthwith paid into the Bank of England. He 
deferred the question of appointing another trustee, but 
ordered Black within fourteen days to render detailed 
accounts of a!l the money he had paid away. The case 
was adjourned till the next coart. 








HZeqal News. 


The monicipality and inhakitants of Cannes have resolved 
at a general meeting to celebrate the centenary of Lord 
Brougham by a series of féts extending from the 14tk to 
the 19th of next April. Preliminary festivities will take 
place next month to celebrate the laying of the foundation 
stone of the pedestal of Lord Brougham’s statue. 

On Wednesday, at the Inner Temple Hall, Mr. Baron 
Pollock presided over a meeting of members of the bar, 
called to consider the cla'ms which the Charity Organization 
Scciety has upon the bar. On the motion of Sir H. James, 
seconded by Mr. Forsyth, Q.C., it was resolved,—‘* That 
this meeting is of opinion that the Charity Organization 
Society is engaged in a work of the utmost importance, and 
urges «]l members of the bar to ass‘st it in the endeavour to 
make true charity more «ff-c ive in promoting the welfare 
of the people.” 

At the sitting of the Common Pleas Division on the 22nd 
inst., Lord Coleridge announced, bv desire of the Lord 
Chancellor, that assizes would be held in the different 
circui's, to begia on cr about the 11th of January, in place 
of what used to be the Spring Assizs. By this arrange- 
ment, therefore, there will, in fu'ure. be four assizes in the 
year—in wioter and ennwer for the trial of causes ag well 
as prisoners, and in spring and autumn for prisoners only, 
except in some of the larger norihern towns, where civil 
cases will elways be taken as well. 

At the Centra! Police-conrt, Glasgow, on Satarday, 
David Ronald or Connell was charged with falsehood, fraud, 
and wilfol imposition in #9 far that, as sole partner of the 
firm of Fairweather & Co,, carrying on bosiness as law 
agents in Union-street, he had received 10s. from a 


———— 
legally-qualified law agent. He pleaded not guilty, ang 
in defence stated that it was a common thing for persons 
with a knowledge of the law, although not enrolled lawyers, 
to appear in cases in the Small Debt Court. The magig 
trate found the charge proved, and thought the endg of 
jastice would be served by exposing the accused, and giving 
@ warning to others. He, therefore, would dismiss hin 
with an admonition. If any case of the kind were b: 
before him again, he would punish the offender smartly, 


Before the Queen’s Bench Division, on the 14th inst., ing 
case of The Queen v, Watson, Mr. Herschel, Q.C., appeared 
on behalf of the defendant, who was a solicitor, to show cans 
against a rule that had been obtained for a criminal informa. 
tion for slander. In June last the defendant appeared befor 
the magistrates at Preston to defend a Mrs. Smith, who wa 
charged under the Licensing Act for allowing a drunkeg 
person to be supplied with drink on her premises, The pro. 
secutor in this application was Mr. Birley, one of the 
siding magistrates, who heard the summons. The justiog 
convicted Mrs. Smith, and the defendant, in a moment of 
izritation, under the conviction that their decision was wro 
said tothe learned gentleman who was opposed to him, “ What 
ashame!” Mr, Birley, overhearing the observation, asked 
the defendant what he had said, upon which he repeated it, 
adding, “ You are not fit tositon the beach.” The defendant 
now admitted he did wrong in making the observation, ani 
expressed his regret for having done so. Mr. Webster, Q.6., 
who appeared to support the rule, said the prosecutor had no 
personal feeling in the matter. He felt bound to bring the 
defendant’s conduct before this court, but with their sanction 
he was willing to accept the defendant's apology. Mr. Jus 
tice Mellor said the observation was a very improper and un- 
becoming one, and the prosecutor had acted quite right in 
instituting these proceedings, They felt, however that they 
might depart from the general rule on which they acted and 
allow the rule to be discharged on the defendant’s payment 
of costs as between solicitor and client. 











“aw Student’s Sourwatl. 


FINAL EXAMINATION. 


List of gentlemen who ; assed their fiaal examination ia 
November, 1878:— 
Armitage, E. H. 
Armistead, G, H., B.A. 
Banks, J. B. 

Barker, C. W. P 
Barrows, H. H. 
Battaens, J. 

Bell, H. J. 
Beever, H. 
Bennett, T. 
Blyth, EK. E., B.A. 


Durant, T., Jun. 
Earee, G. W. 
Eastlake, W., Jun. 
Eaton, W., B.A. 
Ebsworth, J., Jun. 
Edwards, F., B.A. 
Emmet, L. E. 
Estcourt, A. 8., LL.B. 
Faithwaite, L., D. 
Ford, E. C. B, 









chiamey-eweep for legal advice, although he was not o 





Boyce, H. R. 
Braithwaite, T. F. 
Brewer, J. F, 
Broad, C. 

Brooke, J. A. 
Brown, A. H. 
Brown, CU. 

Brown, C. F., B.A. 
Buckle, E. 

Budd, R. 

Carlisle, H. E, 
Carrick, R. 

Carter, C. W. 
Charsley, G. H. 
Cnileott, G. H. 
Clarke, M. G. 
Cobbold, L. T, 
Collier, 8. C., B.A. 
Cooke, W. R. 
Cooper, R. W. 
Cooper, W. 
Coward, J, 
Cross, J, 
Dashper, G. J. 
Douglass, G. 
Dummer, H. 
Dunning, A. J. 


Forster, S.. J. 
Foster, Kh J. 
Foster, LP. 
French, P.H., B.A. 
Fulford, G. L. 
Geake, C. B. 
Geldard, R. 
Glasier, W. B. 
Gottwal'z, W, G. 
Griffin, G. H. 
Greenwood, C. 


Guy, M. 
Haigh, J. R. 
Hal}, A. W. 


Hall, C. E. 
Hanne, ‘I’. H. 
Harrie, H. B. 
Honry, F. W. 
Havitt, E. 
Hick, W. D. 
Higgs, W. 
Higson, KR. 
Hill, A. G, 
Hinds, G. P. 
Hobson, UO. W. 
Holines, H. 


Homan, I, K 
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Schomberg, S. 
Scott, W. H. 
Smales, E. C. 
Smee, T. J. 
Smith, J. B. 
Sparrow, 8. J. 
Speechley, A. J. 
Stewart, G. A. 
Stobo, W. S. 
Stone, H. C. 
Tabor, G, E. 
Taylor, C. 
Taylor, E. 
Taylor, W. F., B.A. 
Thompson, J. W., B.A. 
Tilleard, A. A. 
Trotter, E. B., B.A. 
Tuck, W. C. 
Tyacke, R. P. 
Vincent, C. S. 
Walford, A. B. 
Webb, I. H. 
White, G. G., Jun. 
White, J. H. 
Whitlock, G. 
: Whitty, W. J. S. 
a Wild, W. 

Robson, C. H. M. Wilkins, E. 

Romer, F. Williams, W. 

Rowland, W. N. Wilson, A. B., B.A. 

Wynne, W. E. 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oy Master or TH 
baie. Retan, * V.C, Matans. 
30Mr. Holdship Mr.Ward Mr. Milne 
2 Pemberton Koe King 
Farrer 


King 
Farrer 
King 
Mr. Justice 
Fry. 
Mr. Latham 
Merivale 
Miln> 
Merivale 
Milne 
Merivale 


Date. 


Saturday, Nov. 
Monday, Dec., 
Tuesday ...... 
Wednesday.... 4 
Thursday .... 5 
A 


Clowes 
Koe 
Clowes 
Koe 
V. C. Haus. 
Mr. King 
Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 


W 
Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 


V. C. Bacon, 


30Mr. Koe 
2 Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 


Saturday, Nov. 
Monday, Dec., 
Tuesday ...... 
Wednesday. eee 


Thursday .... 


COURT OF JUSTICE, 

MIDDLESEX. 

MicuaEtmas Sirrine, 1878. 

Tais list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, Com- 
non Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of trial 
has been given ; and also all actions ia the Chancery Division, 
in which notice has been given of trial before a judge and jury, 
w to and including 20d December, 1878. 

LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
Ex 1 Waddelland anr (Lewis and Lewis) vy Manero (Spyer and Son) 


CP 2 Tho Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, London, and China 
(Waltons, B and W) v The Netherlands Steam Navigation 
5 Co, limd (Lovell and Co), commission SJ 
CP3 Keighley (G W Keighley) v Shirreff (Morley and 8), postponed 
J 


HIGH 


CP 4 Gething (Same) v Samo (Same), postponed SJ 

QBS _—— (Hollams, Son and ©) vy Stevens and anor (Waltons, B 
and W) 

CP 6 Frowein and ors (Stephen Scott) v Sonnenthal (Ashurst, M 
and Co), stayed Ry 

kk? Hanbury (Mercer and M) v Grant and ors (Same), postponed 


8. 

QB 8 Moffatt and ors (Ingledew, T and G) v Williams (Plows, Tand 
H), commission 

CP 9 Allen (Roberts and B) v Wakofleld (Waltons, B and W), com- 
mission 

©P 10 Lopes (H Montagu) v Rao (@ R Innes and Son) 8J 

CP 1) Barrow (Same) y ‘he City Bank (Ingle, C and H) commis- 


sion 
CP 12 Brett (A Jonos, 'T and G) y Williams (Norris, A and C), 


stayed 
QB 3 Fraser and Co (Stibbard, Gand C) v Burrows (Waltons, B 
and W), commission &J 





Ex 


—— 


14 Rogers and Chave (In Person) v McIntosh (Pitman and L) 
15 Richards (Mercer and Mercer) v Grant and Clark and Pun- 
eyed (Ashurst, M and Co; Blunt, T and L), postponed 


J 

16 Thurburn (Same) v Same (Same) 

17 Anderson (Same) v Same (Same) 

18 Aldred (Same) v Same (Same) 

19 F Broadbent (Same) v Same (Same 

20 J Broadbent (Same) v Same (Same) 

21 8 Broadbent (Same) v Same (Same) 

22 Browne (Same) vy Same (Same) 

23 Bainton (Same) v Same (Same) 

24 Berry (Same) v Same (Same) 

25 Cross (Same) v Same (Same) 

26 Copley (Same) v Same (Same) 

27 Cooke (Same) v Same (Same) 

28 Cloutte (Same) v Same (Same) 

29 Carlisle (Same) v Same (Same), postpon2d 

30 Couper (Same) v Same (Same) 

31 Corson (Same) v Same (Same) 

32 Dand (Same) v Same (Same) 

33 Dawson (Same) v Same (Same) 

34 Eyre :Same) v Same (Same) 

35 Glover (Same) v Same (Same) 

36 Hanam (Same) v Same (Same) 

37 Lord Hawke (Same) y Same (Same) 

38 Hensley (Same) v Same (Same) 

39 Hodgson (Same) v Same (Same) 

40 Hull (Same) v Same (Same) 

41 Huntriss (Same) v Same (Same) 

42 Joule (Same) v Same (Same) 

43 Johnson (Same) v Same (Same) 

44 Lawson (Same) v Same (Same) 

45 Lister (Same) v Same (Same) 

46 R Moir (Same) v Same (Same) 

47 J Moir (Same) v Same (Same) 

48 Mercer (Same) v Same (Same) 

49 Morris (Same) v Same (Same) 

50 Blane (Same) v Same (Same) 

51 Marshall (Same) v Same (Same) 

52 Noblett (Same) v Same (Same) 

53 Okell (Same) v Same (Same) 

54 Peterson (Same) v Same (Same) 

55 Pape (Same) v Same (Same) 

56 Redfern (Same) v Same (Same) 

57 Rowlands (Same) v Same (Same) 

58 Seaman (Same) v Same (Same) 

59 Sewell (Same) v Same (Same) 

60 G Stevenson (Same) v Same (Same), postpo el 

61 L C Stevenson (Same) v Same (Same) 

62 Schelfield (Same) vy Same (Same) 

63 Spowforth (Same) v Same (Same) 

64 Sheriff (Same) v Same (Same) 

65 Shaul (Same) v Same (Same) 

66 Stone (Same) v Same (Same) 

67 Thomas (Same) v Sume (Same) 

68 Treacher (Same) v Same (Same) 

69 Townsend (Same) v Same (Same) 

70 Watherson (Same) v Same (Same) 

71 Wilden (Same) v Same (Same) 

72 Wallis (Same) v Same (Same) 

73 Waugh (Same) v Same (Same) 

74 B Wood (Same) v Same (Same) 

75 E T W Wood (Same) v Same (Same) 

76 Wilmot (Same) v Same (Same) 

77 Weaver (Same) v Same (Same) 

78 Warren (Same) v Same (Same) 

79 Taylor (Same) v Same (Same) 

80 Turner (Same) v Same (Same) 

81 Lowe (Same) vy Same (Same) 

82 Conyngham (Same) v Same (Same), postponed 

83 York (Same) v Same (Same) 

84 Copestake, exor, &c (Same) v Same (Same) 

85 Way, exor, &c (Same) v Same (Same) 

86 Deane (Same) v Same (Same) 

87 James Watt and Co (G Webb) v Mercey Steel and Iren Co 
limd (Norris, Aand C) SJ : 

838 Ostrom ona Fischer (H J Coburn) vy Heintz (Nash and F}, 
sStayec 

89 Girwim (Mercer and M) v Grant, Clark and Punchari 
(Ashurst, M and Co; Blunt, T and L), postponed 

99 Birch (Same) v Same (Same), pestgenes 

91 Vincent (Same) v Same (Same), postponed 

92 Dawson (Miller and Miller) v Same ( ©), postponed 

93 Rathbone and ors (Freshfields and W) v Caldwell WJ B 
Towse), commission SJ 

4 Leese (Jno Frost) y Household (Field, R and Co), stayed 
SJ 


tN Menieweet and ors (J Rae) vy Vaughan (T Cooper), commis- 
sion Sv 

96 The Admiralty (Hare and Fell) vy Shepherd and ors (Hol- 
lams, Sonand¢) SJ 

97 Gosman and anr (Stibbard, G and Co) v Sigg and anr (Same), 
commission 

98 Weinstein and anr (Parker and Clarke) v Russian Steam 
Navigation, &c, Co (Same) SJ 

99 Hoogendijk (J R Bailey) v Vander Zee (Simpson and C), 
commission SJ 

100 Wagstaff and ors (Parker and Clarke) v Anderson and ors 
Hollams, Son and C), commission SJ 

101 Fraser (Same) v Morice (Waltons, B and W), commission 
SJ 


102 Hall (Same) v Jupe (Same), commission SJ 
103 Barnett sa Son and C) v Musgrave (R J Pea 
104 Bank of Montreal (Bischoff, B and B) vy Huntington ( 
and Co), cammission SJ 
105 Masaru and ors (Murray, Hutchinson and Co) v Hobley 
(Hollams, Son and C), commission SJ 


SJ 
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CP 106 Keay and anr (Pritchard and Sons) v Young and ors 
(Clarkes, Rand C; J Scott; Burton, Y and Co; Belfrage 
and M), commission 8J 

“CP 107 Amazon Tug and Ligh Co limd (Ashurst, M and Co) 
v Earle’s Shipbuilding and Engineering Co limd (Chester, 
U and Co), commission SJ . 

QB 108 Phillips (W Beck) v Liebig’s Extract of Meat Co limd 
(Crump and Son), commission y 

QB 109 McQueen (Same) v Same (Same), commission 

QB 110 Turnbull and Son (Hollams, Son and C) v Street (Allin and 


G) SJ 

QB lll eehene (Johnsons, U B and A) v Dobell and Co (Field, R 

and Co), commission 8J 

Ex 112 Brook (Merser and M) v Grant and ors (Amhurst, M and 
Co; Blunt, T and L), postponed 

€ P 113 Smith and Co (Watson, B and W) v Carvill and Son (Hol- 
lams, Son and C), commission SJ 

QB 114 Dreyfus, Freres and Cie (Stibbard, G and Ce) v Watts Mil- 
burn and Co (Torr and Co), commission 8J 

CP 115 ey (Redpath and H) v Delcomyn (Hollams, Son and 


Q B 116 Beit and Co (Pritchard and Sons) v Ramskill (In Person), 


postponed 
C P 117 Gardiner (Waltons, B and W) v Warns (F Bradley) SJ 
Ex 118 Teed (J T Luscombe) v Harding and ors (Russell, Son and 
C), without jury SJ 
Ex 119 Norman (T H E Foord) v Wilson (Hollams, Son and C) 
CP 120 Lawson (Tucker, B and Co) v Yeomans (Collette and C) 
CP 121 Walker (S H Behrend) v Hough (Bloxam and E), without 


jury, stayed 

C P 122 Jasmins (Lowless and Co) vy Hyde (Hollams, Son and C), 
commission §8J 

CP 123 =e Co (Same) v Cohen (Pyke, I and P), commis- 


sion 

QB 124 Middleton and Co (Shum, C and Co) v Churchill and anr 
(Hollams, Son and C) 

Q B 125 Vanderzee and Co (Simpson and C) v Campbell, Robert- 
son and Co (J R Chidley) SJ 

QB 126 Hill and Son (Hollams, Son and C) v Wilson, Son and Co 
(Lowlessand Co) SJ 

QB 127 a es 3 (Same) v The Merchant Marine Insurance Co limd 

Arglesand R) §& 

Ex 123 Same (Same) v The British and Foreign Marine Insurance 
Colimd (Same) SJ 

Ex 129 Eade (C Gregory) v Radcliffe (Angell and I Terry) 

Ex 130 Same (Same) v Jacobs (Same) 

QB 131 Weigel (W Beck) v Anderson and anr (Hollams, Son and 
C), postponed 

QB 132 Browning ( and H) v Hallam (Rooks and Co) 

QB 133 Southwark and Vauxhall Water Works Co (Bircham and 
Co) v Quick (Hollams, SonandC) SJ 

C P 134 Whitehead and anr (J G Shearman) v Thornton and wife 


Bartlett) 
QB 135 —, { F Bradley) v Kreeft, Howard and Co (Stokes, 8 
and § 
(To be continued.) 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

December 3.—Mr. WatTeR KNIGHT, at the Masons’ Hall, 
Masons’-avenue, at 1 p.m., Leasebold Property (see adver- 
tisement, November 23, p. 4). 

December 5.—Messrs. EuswortH & KNIGHTON, at the Mart, 
at : p-m., Leasehold Property (see advertisement, this week, 
Pp. 4). 








LONDON GAZETTES. 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved 


: Tvsspar, Nov 26, 1878. 
Simson, T. B. Wm. Wake‘ord, and S. Barker Simson, Great George! s’, 
Westmins::r, Pariiamentiry Agents. Niv 19 


Ginding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Liuitep 1s Caancery. 
Fripay, No7. 22, 1878, 

Advance Bank, Limited.—Petition for wiading up presented Nov 20, 
direc’ed to te heard before the M.B., cn Nov 30. Ingle and Co, 
Toreacneedic st, agen:s for Paddoz« and Suns, Hanley, solicitors for 
the petitioners 

Unatterley Iroa Company, Lim'te4.—P-tiion for winding up presented 
Nov 20, direete | to be heard tefore V.C. Melins, on Dee 6. Norris 
and Co, Bedf rd row, to.icitors for th> petitioner 

Cha‘terley Iron Company, Linited. —Pet ition for winding up presented 
Nov 21, dizec‘ed to be heard be‘o e V.C. Hall, on Dec 6. Cross2 ond 
Co, Lancamer place, Siren’, agen's fcr Riley, Wolverhampton, 
& lieitor for the petitioners 

mbe Werke, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented Nov 20, 
Girected to te heard before the M-K.,0n Nov 30. Best and Co, Essex 
st, Strand solicitors for the petitioners 

Emmons and Company. Limit-’.—Pe'ition for winding up presented 
Mov 16, dirceted to be heard betore V.C. Bacon, on Saturday Nov 30. 
Raven and Co, Qacen Victoria st, sol'citors for the petituners 

Yew Silkstone Coliery Company, L’mited.—Petition for winding u 
presented Nov 19, directed to bz heard before the M.R., on Deo 7, 
Fellows and Brown, Lancaster place, Strand, sgents far Potts, Bir- 
bets Land and Building Compe: J, Limi 

J mapa y, Limited.—V.C. Hall, has an 
orter, Gated Mov 9, sppointea Hugh Shaw, Clegg st, Oldham, % be 
a Crestorg ofc rebuired on or before Dec 31, to 
send names and sddresses ac 4 the particulars of their debits or 
elsiae to the abuve. Fridey, Jan 10 at 12, is spooinied for, bearing 







Ruthwaite Barytes Company, Limited.—Petition for winding op 
sented Nov 20, directed to be heard ‘before the M.R., on Nor'g 
Rexworthy, Cheapside, solicitor for the petitioner 

Surrey Masonic Hall Company, Limited.—Mr. Justice Fry has 












order dated Oct 18, appointed Henry Arthur Dubois, Chancery S 






and Robert Payne, Lothbury, to be joint official liquidators, Credit, 
are required on or before Dec 19, to send their names and addremy 
and the particulars of their debts or claims to the above 115, Chatoan 
lane. Tuesday, Jan 7 at 11, is appointed for hearing and Ad judicating 
upon the debts and claims 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Farpay, Nov. 22, 1878. 

Newport and Pillgwenlly Co-operative Loan Society.—Petitiog fy 
winding up presented Nov 18, directed to be heard before the R, 
on Nov 30. Warmington, Gresham buildings, agent for David, Noy, 
port, solicitor for the petitioners 

Liwirep in CHANCERY. 

Tuxspay, Nov 26, 1878. 

Calow Colliery Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.0, 
dated Nov 16, it was ordered that the above company be wound %, 

Roberts, Coleman st, solicitor for the pstitioners 

Carbor. Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R., dated Dy 
16, it was ordered thit the above company be wound up. Mills mj 
Co, Brunswick place, City rd, solicitors for the petitioner 

Conso!idated Fire Insurancs Company, Limited.—Petition for wi 

up presented Nov 22, directed to ba heard before V.O. Hall, on Dig, 

Maakby and Co, Ovleman st, solicitors for the petitioner 

Hamiltou’s Windsor Iron Wosks, Limited.—By an ordar mada by Vo 
Malins, dated Nov 18, it was ordered that the voluntary windi y 
of the above company be continued. Moon, Lincola’s-inn-tielis,a)5 
citor for the petiticners : 

Oldham Gazette Printing Company Limited.—By an order made by 
the M.R., dated Nov 16, it was ordered that the above company i 

wound up. Deane and Co, South sq, Gray’s inn, agents for Hanchey 

and Watson, O'dham, solicitors for the petitioners 

Star Rolling Mills Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, m@ 

before Dec 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particaly 

of their debts or claims to William Barclay Peat, Middlesbo 

Friday, Jan 17 at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating apm 

the debts and cia'ms 

Virtue and C.mpany, Limite1.—By an order mide by the M.R., date 
Nov 16, it was ordered that the volantary winding up be contioned, 
Morley and Shirreff, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st, ¢ olicitos 
for the petitioners 

CountTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
Liwitep In CHANcERY, 
Fripay, Nov 22, 1878. 

Blackrod and Brynn Moss Coal and Cannel Company, Limited.—Petitin 
for winding up presented Nov 15, directed to be heard before the VC, 
on Dec 3, at 8t George’s Hall, Liverpool. Ramwell ‘and Co, Max 
chester, agents for Hindle, Over Darwen, solicitor fur the petitionen 

Union Railway Carriage and Wagon Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up presented Nov 16, directed to be heard before the Vif, 
on Dec 3, at St George’s Hall, Liverpool. Addleshaw and Warbs- 
tcn, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Toespay, Nov 26, 1878. 

Friendly and Mutual Assurance Soci+ty for the pirishes of Alvesedt, 
Bradwell, Broughton, Clanfield, Kencot, Langford, and shill, 
Bradwell,Oxford. Nov 22 

Uttoxeter Female Friendly Society, Townhall, Uttox:ter, Stafford, 
Nov 22 
























Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tvuespay, Nov. 12, 1878. 
Betta, Wiliiam Hesketh, New Cross rd, Commercial Clerk. Dee ll. 
Betts v. Winkfield, V.C. Malins. Pettiver, College st, College hill 
Harvey, Eliza, Tregunter rd, Brompton. Dec 4. Godfrey v. Ilarben, 
V.C. Hall. Hanhart and Gillman, Southampton st, Bloomsbury sq 
Hearn, Charles Edmund, Lower Torting, Gent. Dec 9. Trent's, 
Hearn, V.C. Hall. Wocd, North tuildisgs, Finsbury circus 

Ingle, Jumer, Standground, Hunts, Wheelwright. Nov 30. Normas 
v. Fen, V:C. Malins. Watts, St Ives 

Isaacs, George, Little Pulteney st, Regent st, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 16. Towers v. Isaacs, V.C. Malins. Lovell, Guildhall chambers, 
Basinghal) et 

Orpen, Lawrenee, Rivenhall, Essex, Farmer. Dec 15. Beswick % 
Orpen, V.C. Hall. Smoothy and Hobbs, Braintree 

Robson, James, Paris, Gent. Dec9. Emlsy v. Davidson, V.C. Bacm. 
Watson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sandys, William, Park crescent, Clapham, Gent, Deco 10, 8S ndys % 
Capes, V.C. Halil. Biount, King +t, Cheapside 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day of Claim, 
Faipay, Nov 15, 1878. 
Ashby, John, Launton, Oxford, Esq. Dec 15. Jvha Bate, Finborough 
rd, Kersington 
Bate, Ashby, Birmingham, General Merchant, Dec 15, Jola Bate, 
F inborough rd, Kensington 
Biggs, Eliza Jula, Thistle grove, Fulhamrd. Dec 7. Tuovey, New 
Bt 


Bishop, William Richard, Exeter, Gent. Dee 24, Bremridge, Bamj- 
fylde st, Exeter 

Bulman, Hannah, Psgecroft Warden, Northumberlanl. Nov 2%. 
Lockhart, Hexham 

Duff, Eugenia Maria, Lisbon, Portugal. Dec 31. Arnold and C», Carey 
st, Lincoln’s-ion 

Emanuel, Joseph, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent. Jan12, Recs aad 
Harris, Birmingham 

Foott, Richard Hogers, Stockbridge terrace, Pimlico, Deo 20. Bage 


shaw, Moorgate st 
Ford, Arthur John, Madeley, Salop, Mercer, Jan 13, Pott) 


oeley 
Green, Mary Ann, Colchester, Essex. Die 31. Prior, Colchester 
Griffin, Matthi.»s Royce, Soho Hill, Handsworth, Coffee Merchant. Bed 
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13, Ryland and Co, Birmingham 
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full, James Middleton, Scarborough, York, Esq. Dec 31, Silvester 


dpe ieee, Bridlington, York, Geit, Jan 1!. Co»per and Sons 
ester 

Harper, Thomas, Burlington, York, Gent, Jan 11, Cooper and Son, 

Mavchester ; 

woyward, Susannah, Conock, Wilts. Dec 29. Norris and Hancock, 


es 
an) Pedro, Lisbon, Portugal, Esq. Dec 31. Arnold and Co, Carey 
Linco!n’s-inn 
Liddiard, William, Manufacturing Chemist, Wimb'’elo1, Surrey, Des 
3]. Child, Old Jewry Chambers, O'd Jewry 
t, Ann, Wringtov, Somerset, Jan 10, Hamlin, Wrington 
yercer, John, Epsom, Surrey, Common Qarrizr. Jan 12. White, 


hy 
vn ery William, Tregunter rJ, West Bromwich, Gent. Dee 25. 
Spicer, Queen st place 
Norris, Elizabeth, Colliagborne, Kingston, Wills. Dec 29, Norris. 
and Hancock, Deviz s 
Woodville John, Ashwicke, Gloucester, Esq. Dee 31. Sinpson 
aod North, Liverpool i 
Packe, Rev Christopher, Ruislip, Middlesex, Clerk, March 1. Giraud, 
Furnival’s-inn 
i g. Thomas, Liverpool, Licsnsed Victuillar. Jan ll. 
and Holden, Liverpool 
Preter, William, Liverpool, Tobaccy Manufacturer. Janl, Kent, 
Liverpoo! 
Radcliffe, Hubert Delme, [itchin Priory, Hertford, Esq. Dec 31. 
Hawkins and L‘ndsell, Hitchin 
Bubinson, Elizabeth, S oke-upon-Trent. Dec 10. Pamphilon, Stoke- 


Oleaver 


Trent 

§uunders, John Hall, Murray st, Hoxton. Dac20. Saunite rs, 
Portland Villa, Squires Mount, Hamp-teat 

Stensfield, Jona han, Todmorden, Geat. Dc 19. Stansfield and Sager, 
Todmorden 

Tingey, Ann, Ebenezer place, Hackney, News Agant. Dec 31. Rae, 
South sq, Gray’s-inn 

Vire, Edward Denis de, Bare, Lancaster, Do:tor of Medicine. Jan 31. 
Sharp ani Son, Lancaster 

Wiliams, Samuel, Bostombe rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent. Jan 1. Nis- 
bett and Co, Linc \In’s-inn-fields 

Wilson, Wi'liam, Kingston-upon-ILul!, Gent. 


Jan 21, 
Martinson, Hull 


Singleton and 
Tuespay, Nov. 19, 1878. 

Armstrong, Sarah, Fallowfield, nr Manchester. Jan 15, Earle and 
(o, Manchester 

Anckland, Samuel, Colby, Lincoln, Brewer. Dec 14. 
(0, Lincoln 

Buroup, Martin, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Doztor in Medicine. Feb 1. 
Ingledew and Daggett, Newcastle-upon-Tyn3 

one A a Luxnlyan, Cornwall, Yeoman. Dec 21. Goode and 

tt. Auste 
Coney, Joseph, Spurs:ow, Chester, Farmer. Dec 2i. Martin, Nant- 


Toyn>vee and 


Davies, Jobn, Sen., Coalbournbrook, Stafford, Glass Manufacturer 
Jan}, Corser and Walker, Stourbridge ° 

nemate, bee Mookgate, York, Hors3 Dealer. Jan 1. Newton 

, Yor 

Rooke, Rev John, Compton, nr Plymouth. Jani. Rooker and Co, 
Plymouth 

fortham, John, Steke-upon-Trent, Victualler. 
Marsball, Stoke-upon-Trent 

Tester, Jo», Leicester, Newspapsr Proprietor. 


Dec 31. Keary and 


Jan 1, Stone and Co, 

Galt, John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Surgeon, Deo 20. Brooks and Co, 
Ashton-under-Lyne 

bo Ann, Bradford-on-Avon. Jan 15. Beaven, Bradford-on- 

von 
be sed Mary Morley, Lyall place, Eaton sq. Dec 31. Tucker, Man- 
ter 

i themes, Lyall place, Eaton sq. Dec 3). Tucker, Manches- 

Hewlett, George, Brighton, Boirding-house Keeper. Jan 31. Stevens 
and Son, Brighton 

— John, Redland, Bristol, Wholesale Stationer. Dec 30. Evans, 


Bristo’ 
— Rev David, Cheshunt. Herts. Dec 31, Wide and Co, College 


Kiskby, Matthew, Ancoats, Manchester, Tripe Dresser. Dec 21. Whit- 
worth, Manchester 
lawrence, Elizabeth, Eddington, Kent. Dzc 21. Plumber acd Fie'd- 
ing, Canterbury 
liveey, Thomas, Ashby-de-la- Zouch, Gent. Jan 1. 
Ormerod and Allen, Manchester 
ee. John, Eciingtor, Derby, Painter. Feb 1. Alderzon and Son 
ngton 
use, Edwin, Avhton-urder-Lyne, Reed Manufacturer, Jan 18. 
Gartside, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Nevill, Henry Regina'd, Charles et, Berkeley sq, Esj. Doo 2t. Talbot 
and Tasker, Bedford row 
pe pevid, Nottingham, Eeq. Dec 31, Eunt and Williams, Notting- 


Parkinson, Elizabeth, Chelmsford, Essex. Dec 15. Mason and Ed- 
wards, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
Pope, Eliza, Cromwell terrace, Harrow rd. Feb 1. Rawlings, Bishops- 
gate sb Within 
Pawalthe, John, Hollins, Cumberland, Gent. Dee 7, Brown, 
aren 
lor, Staveley, Liverpool, Shipowrer. Jan 1. Lattey and Hart, 
_ Gresham House. Old Broad st 
Meaeriey, John, Bond crt, Walbrook. Jan 1, Shum and Co, King’s 
rd, Beaford row 


Williams, Nicholas Couch, Ramsgate, Kent, Smack Owner, Dec 31. 
Edwards and Son, Ramsgate 
ocdwa-d, Mary Smith, Groat Tey, Essox. Jani, Crick and Free 
ion 
d, Samuel, Great Tey, Basex, Farmer. Jan, Orick and 
ve 


man, Mal 
Froeman, Malden 


Leicester, 


Baokruvts. 
Faray, Nov. 22, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Fontana,S V_  ,Old Broadst. PetNov19. Hazlitt. Dee 11 at II 
Harris, Charles Alfred, Curtain rd, Shoreditch, Mattress Maker. Pet 
Nov 8. Brougham. Dec 3at 11 
Hayward, George, Phipps st, Shoreditch, Coffee house keeper. Pet 
Nov 20. Brougham. Dec 3 at 11.30 
Matthew, Thomas, and John Fairlie, Glasgow, Merchants. 
Brougham. Dec 4 at 2 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Browning, Reuben Jamas, Blickheath, Commercial Clerk. Pet Nov 19. 
Pitt-Taylor. Greenwich, Dec 10 at 2 
Colbran, William, Whitehill, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 16. 
Goodwin. Hastings, Dee 7 at 11 
Hutton, James Fasse:l Melis, Liverpool, Scythe Manufacturer. Pet 
Nov 7. Bellringer. Lverprol, Dec 3 at 12 
Noble, William Henry, West Vale, Hali‘ax, Monumental Mason. Fet 
Nov 20. Rankin. Halifax‘ De: 5 at 11 
Payley, Alfred, Sheffield. Prt Nov 19. Rodgers. 
Steele, William, North Woo!wich, Builder. 
Greenwich, Lec 10 at 2 


Pet Nov 18. 


Shefficld, Dee 4 at I 
Pet Novy 18, Pitt-Taylor. 


Tvespay, Nov. 26, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo‘s of debts to the Regi-trar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Base, Edwin Will'am, Winches er ct, Monk-vell st, 
Pet Nov 2l. Murray. Dee 13 at 1i 
Phillios, Edward, Hackney rd, Cabinet Maker. 
Dec 13 at 12 


Wine Merchant- 


Pet Novy 21. Murray. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Brown, Francis, Peterborongh, Solicitor. Pet Nov 23. Gaches. Peter- 
borough, Dec tt at 11 

Chambers, Charles, and Thomas Theodore Cham ers, Leicest-r, Boot 
Manufacturers. Pet Nov 2!. Licran. Leicester, Dec 9 at 12 

Crofts, John, sen, Baxterley, Warwick, Farmer. Pet Nov 21. 
Birmingham, Dec 6 at 2 

Grantham, Jame~, B.rrow-in-Furness, Grocer. Pustle- 
thwaite. Ulverston, Dec 10 at 1! 

Gratrix, Cha:l-s Frederick, Msnchester, Timber Merchant. Pet Nov 22. 
Lis‘er, Manchester, Dec 9 a: 11 

Humphreys. R chard, Aston-juxta-Birminzham, Soda Water Manuf:c- 
turer. Pet Nov 20. Cole. Birmingnam, Dec 10 at 2 

Nelson, John T .omas, Wood.oure, Leeds, Mechanical Engiveer. 
Nov 2]. Marshail. Leeds, Dec 11 at 11 


PANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tugspay, Nov 26, 1878. 
Jones, Louis, Praed st, Paddington, Glass Cutter. Nov 22 


Laiuidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST M&ETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Nov 22, 1878. 

Abbott, John, Worlinzworth, Saffolk, Ve:erinary Surgeon. Des 3 at 
10.30 at offices of Mills, Elm st: eat, Ipswich 

Alldred, Jephtha, Godalming, Surrey, Boo!miker. Dec 4 at 12 at 
Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet -treet. Preston, Guildford 

Archer, Simeon, and Thomas Harper, Darlaston, Nut and Bolt Manu- 
ficturer. Dec 3at 11 at ofices of Siater and Marshall, Buteroft, 
Darlaston 

Armsirong, Charles William, Uphollind, Lancaster, Innkezper. Dee 
7 at 12 at offices of Lees, King street, Wigaa 

Ashton, John, Castle‘ori, Yors, Boatman. Dec 5 at 2 at Commercial 
Hotel, Albion street, Leeds. Phillips, Castleford 

Athey, George, Woodlea Maltby, near Rotherham, Farmer. Dee 4 at 
11 at offices of Rhodes & Co, High street, Rotherbam 

Atkins, Thomas, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Dee 10 at LI at offices 0 
Vaughar, Walsall street, Willenhall 

Atkinson, William, New Ferry, Chester, Builder. D2c 12 at 2 at offiees- 
of Newman, Sweeting stree’,.L verpool 

Avery, John Rowland, Btackburo, Caairmaxer. Dec 5 at 3 at oifices 
of Scott, Victoria street, Blackbura 

Badger, William James, Worcester, Farm>r, 
Goddingham, Foregate street, Wo: cester 

Balm, Samuel, and William Hooson, Mixeaden, Halifax, Worsted 
Spinners. Dec 6 at 1! at Whits Livn H xtel, Silver street, Halifcx. 
Boocock, Halifax 

Barratt, William, Leeds, Outfitter’s Manager. 
Weston, Park row, Leeds 

Bayley, Hamlet A’fred, Warwick, Clerk. Dc 7 at 10 at offices of G.eer, 
Ann street, Birmingham : 

Bell, Alexander, and Andrew Mackintosh Bell, Finch lane, Merchant. 
Dec 10 at 2 at offices of Turquand & Co, Tukenhouse yard. Link- 
later & Co, Walbrook 

Bell, Edward aneas, Liverpocl, Merchint. Dee 6 at 8 at offices of 
Banner & Co, North John street, Liverpool. Bateson and Co, Liver 


Parry, 


Pet Nov 2!. 


Pet 


Dec 9 at 2 at. offices of 


ac 4 at 11 at officescf 


ol 

Bel Robert, Kingsto1-upor-Hull, Joiner. Dee 4 at 2 at George Hotel, . 
Whitefria:gate, Kingston-upom-Hall, Laverack, Hut 

Bentley, Arthur, Avondale square, Old Kent road, Clothier’s Assistant. 
Nov 30 at 3 at offices of Marshall, Bedford row : 

Bentley, Wiliam Mitchell, Bolton, Lancashire, Wholesale Confectioner. 
Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Forshaw and Parke, Cannon stree’, Prestin 

Blakey, John, Scarborough, Commoa Brewer, Dee 6 at 3 at Addvoti’s 
Railway Hotel, Tanner street, York, Mody & Co, Scardorouah 

Bond, George, Earl’s court gardens, Sou h Kensington, Tailor, Deo 
10 at 3 at offices: f Christmas, Waldrook 

Bowiell, George Golding, Bristol, Lronmonger. 
Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Brown, Bristol 

Bradbury, William, Leicester, Bootmaker, Doo 5 at 3 at officeso 
Burgess and Williams, Bor:idge street, Leicester 

Brownhill, James, Liverpool, Watchmaker, Doo 6 at 3 at offices of 
Yates avd Oo, Water s reet, Liverpool 

Brunvee, Jonathan Sayles, Epworth, Lincoln, Farmer, Dee 4 at 2 at 
Red Lion Inn, Thorne, Mander and Soa, Wakefieid 


Nov 29 at 2.30 at 
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Budden, Harry, Basi. gstoke, Builder. Dec 5 at 11 at offices of Chand- 
ler and Son, Basingstoke 
Burnett, Dixon, Alnwick, Northumberland. Bootmaker. D:c 6 at 11 
at offices of Forster and Paynter, Fenkle street, Alnwick 
Cain, John, Hyde, Beerseller. Dc 4 at 3 at officss of Smith, Hyde 
Chapman, Edward George, Effra road, Brixton, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 9 at 3 at Inns ot Court Hotel, High Holborn. Barnett, Palmer- 
sion build‘nes, Old Broad street 
Chappells, Samuel, Ashton-under-I yne, Confectioner. Dec 5 at 3 at 
Pitt and Nelson Hotel, O'd street, Ashten-under-Lyne. Clayton, 
Ashton-under-Lyn3 
‘Clapperton, John Turabull, Carlis!e, Tailor. 
Errington, English street, Carlisle 
Cochrane, Thomas, Newcastle-apon-Tyne, Hatter. Dec 5 at 3 at offices 
of Strachan, Grainger street West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Chartres 
& Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Colbeck, John, Kilnhurst, York, Chemist. 
Oxley & Co, Westgate, Rotheram 
Collins, Richard, Stockport, Paper Dealer. Dec 13 at 3 at «ffices of 
Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 
Coulson, Williem Edward, Leicester, Bricklayer. Dec 6 at 3 at offices 
of Shires, Market st, Leicester 
Cox, George, St Thomas the Aps'le, Deven, Carpenter. Dec 7 at 10 
at offices of Southcott, Pest (ffice st Exeter 
Cripwell, Henry, Iikeston, Derby, Builder, Dee6-at 3 at offices of 
Bright, Town Club ch: mbers, Whee'er gate, Nottingham 
Cuckson, Edwin, Worksop, Cca:h builder, Dez 6 at 2 at offices of 
Whall, Bridge st, Werksop 
Darby, Charles Henry, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, out of Lusiness. Dec 
4 at 3 at cflices of Parry, Pennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Darley, Alpha, Worksop, Gricer. Dec 5 at 2 at the Critericn Rooms, 
Bridge st, Worksop. Coulsn 
Davison, George, Wingate, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 6 at 3 at 
offices of Be}!, Church st, West Hartlepool 
Dent, Richard Pettinger, Kingston-upon-Huil, Steam Sawyer. Dec 5 
at 11 at offices of Stead and Sibre, Bixhop lane, Kingston-upon-Hu!'] 
Digby, Feary, Chelmsford, Essex, Fishmonger. Dec 6 at 4 at cflices 
of Jones and Scarlett, Tind1! -q, Chelmsf rd 
Doe, Thomas Steed, Wormirg‘crd, E-sex, Milliner. 
Fleece Hotel, Colchester. Cardinall, Halstead 
Doidge, Jabez Sweet, Br-dford, Anctioneer. Dec 11 at 11 at offices of 
Lockyer, Gresham tuild nes, Basingha’l st 
Dotchon, Joseph, Whitby, York, Tai'or. Dec 5 at 3. at the Black Swan 
Hotel, Coney st, York. Do'chon, Whitby 
Dove, Thomas, Sutton-in-Ashfi-ld, No'tingham, Greengrocer. Dec 4 
at 11 at offices of S:evenson, Brougham chambe:s, Whee'er gate, 
Nottingham 
Dowker, John, Ambleside, Westmoreland, Greengrocer. Dec 7 at 11 at 
offices of Gatey, Amb’es'd2 
Dyke, George, Nantygic, Mon, Siddler. Dec 7 at 1 at offices of Browne, 
Market chambers, Bryomawr 
Edwards, Wiliam, Wo'verbampton, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 5 at 3 at 
Offices of Willeock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton 
Ford, William, Ferrdale, Glamorg:n, Builder. Dec 5 at 10 at offices 
of Rosser, High et. Pontypridd 
Foster, Joreph, Ovenden, Hali‘ax, Woolen Manufactarer. Dec 6 at 3 
at offices of Wayell and Co, Georg st, Ha'ifax 
Fowler, Henry S muel Dering, Wambrook, Dorset, Farmer. Dec 6 at 
1 at the George Hotel, Chard. Reed and Cook, Taunton 
Fowles, John, Barbourne, Worcester, Cab Proprietor. Dec 5 at 1 at 
offices of Clutte:buck, the Feregate, Cross, Worcester 
Fox, Alfred, Bradford, Manvfacturer, Dez 9 at 11 at offices of Gardiner 
and Jeffery, Bond st, Braiford 
Frarkiin, Richard, Grimsbury, No:thompton, Tailor. Nov 30 at 3 at 
the Leatber Bottle Inn, Biidge st, Bantury. Hawtin, Banbury 
Frecman, George, Salwarne, Worcester, out of business, Dec 4 at 12 
at offices cf Piper, the Court House, Ledbury 
French, John Todd, Forest Gate, Essex, Fancy Dealer. Dec 4 at 2 at 
offices of Mossop, Carn>n st 
French, Charles Rcbert, Gussage All Saints, Dors2t, Farmer. Dec 5 at 
12 at Lang’s Hote', Wimborne. Whatman, Salisbury 
Gardrer, William, jun, Liverpool, Grin’er of Oxide of {ron Ore. Dec 
11 at 2 at ofSces of Parkinson, Lord st, Liverp: ol 
Gatehouse, Christopher Ro e, Lydlinch, Dorset, Dairyman. 
1} at office s of Cooper, Wincanton 
Gantier, Jules, Camden rd, Camien Town, Pianoforte Manufacturer. 
Dec 2 at 2 at offices of Moore, Bedfcri row 
Gianni, Trinnette Fagniot, and Angelo Giarnia, Alnwick, Northumber- 
land, Jewellers. Dee 10 «tl! at the Queen’s Hotel, Birmirghem. 
Forster and Paynter, Alnwick 
Gieespo.l, George, Portsea, S'eward and Meseman of the Royal 
Ergineers’ Club. Dec 6 at 3a’ offices of Ford, Queen st, Portsea 
Glechill, Juhn Cockits, Grest Horton, York, Grocer. Dec 4 at 11 at 
Offices of Terry avd Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Gcddard, Williem Henry, Barrow-in-Farress, Dentist. Dee 5 at 11 at 
the King’s Arms Hote’, Barrow-in-Furness. Sims, Barrow-in-Far- 
nes 
Gray, Thoms John, Upper Tachbrook st, Pimlics, Hatter, Dee 5 
at offices of Christmas, Walbrook i , me 
Hammeth, Semucl, At Athen, Glamergar, Shoemaker. Dec 9 at 2 at 
the Royal Hotel, St Mary et, C-rdiff. *tockwood, Cowbridge 
wick, John, Ewtrington. York, Farmer, Dec 6 at | at offices of 
Pickering, Parliament »t, Kingston-upon-ful!, Bantoft and Son, 


by 
a _——- hee p= South Shields, Dealer in Berlin Wools, 
ec 5 at 3 at offices of Chapman, King st, Siuth Shields. M 

— Bhields ‘ a “tg 
argreaves, Lawrence, Normanton, York, Butcher. Dee 4 at t 
offices « ner, Wood at, Wakefield " as Soci 

Hargreaves, Kichard, Liverpoo!, Licensed Victualler, Dec 4 at 12 at 
Ahern a oy st, a 

Harrison, Horatis James, Manchest :r, Drysaltcr. Dee 4 at 3 at 
of Eltolt, King st, Manchester” phan 

Harrison, Prie ticy, Brasfxd, Grocer, Diced at ll at offe:s cf Lan- 
carter and Wri ht, Manor row, Bradford 

Hiron, ¥ iiitem Henry, Chip ing Campden, G1 it bust 


eer, 


out of 
Nov 79 st 2 at the Noel Arms Hotel, Chipping Campien, m lien of 


Dec 9at 3 at oices of 


Dec 3 at 11 at offices of 


Dec 3 at 11 atthe 


Dec 3 at 





== 
Hawkes, John, Aston, Warwick, Painter. Dec 6 at 12 at Kaapp’s Hote, 
High st, Birmingham. Vaughan, Willenhall 
Holt, James, and George Henry Mountain, Manchester, Cabing 
Makers. Dec 10 at 11 at offi:es of Smith, Kinz st, Manchester 
Holt, Richard Hardman, and James McAdam, Manchester, Caligy 
Printers. Dec 10 at 2.30 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, My. 
chester. Brett and Craven, Manchester 
Hopkins, Frederick Will'am, East Du'wich, Gardener. Dec datSy 
offices of P.ulin, Fen court, Fenchurch st 
Hopkinson, Jam+s William, Worksop, Joiner. Dec 4 at 11 at ffesy 
of Coulson, Bridge st, Worksop 
Horton, John, Barlby, York, Potato Merchant. Dec 3 at3at the ou 
Swan Inn, Se'by. Wright, Selby 
Howells, John, Canten Cardiff, Timber Merchant. Dec 9 at 3 At Officay 
of Tribe and C., Creckherb‘own. Downiag and Price, Card ff 
Howey, William Fenwick, North Shields, Grocer. Dec 3 at 2.30 at thy 
Albion Hotel, North Shields. Fenwick, North Shie!ds 
Hawkins, Wiliam Starmer, Leicester, no occupation. Dec6 at ly 
offic:s of Wright and Hivks, Belvoir s*, Leicester 
Jackson, Tuomas, Huddersfield, Wine Merchant. Dec 4 at !1 at otey 
of Sykes ard Son, Lo d st, uder-field 
James, Bevis, Yatton, Somerset, Farmer. Dac 12 at 12 at the Talbot 
Hotel, Queen Victoria st, Bristol. Chapman, Weston-super-Marg 
Kaufmanr, Joseph, Fenchurch st, Merchant. Feb 17 at 2 at offices 
Lous:da and Eminu°l, Au-tin Friars 
Knight, James John, Topsfield place, Crouch End, Grocer. Doe 4aty 
at4, Arthur st east. May and Co, Adelaide place, London Bridge 
Lawrence, Jesse, Great Berkhamsteal, Hertford, Draper. Dec 9 x 
11.30 at «ffices of Shugar and Co, Great Berkhamstead ‘ 
Lewis, Evan, Swansea, out cf business, Offizes of 
Lascelles, Narberth 
Lichfield, William, Edgbistor, nr Birmingham, Butcher, Dec5 st3 
at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Lickiss, George, Boroughbridge. York, Innkeeper. Dec 5 at Ig 
offices of Crumbie, Stonegate, York 
Longthorne, Peter, Bradford. Harness Maker. Dec 4 a% 3 at officas of 
Robinsor and Robinson, Keighley 
Lyons, Frederick Charles, Woolwich, Army Contrastor. Dec ltay3 
at offices of Cooper, Plamstead rd, Plumsteid 
Maley, Jomes Rotert, Apoack rd, Brixton, Builder. Dec 10 at di 
45, Chancery lane, Norris, South:mpton buildings, Chancery lang 
Marshall, John, Blackpool, Juiner. Dec 13 at 11 at offices of Monga, 
Ckurch st, Blackpool 
Matthews, Thomas John, Lancel place, Stoke Newington, Tailor. De 
6at2 at offices of Batcher, Moorgate station buildings, Finsbury 
pavement. Pettiver, College st, College hill 
Meredith, David, Llandudao, Carnarvon, Provision Dealer. Dee 5 at 
3 at offices of Jones, Bridge st, Conway 
Mote, Frederick John, Braifurd, Grocer, Deo 3 at 3 at offices of Berry 
and Robinson, Charies st, Bradford 
Monk, Jchn, Nottingham, Minerat Water Manufacturer. Dec 9 at3at 
offices of Lees, Middle pivement, Nottingham 
Monkley, Henry, Bideford, Tailor. Doc 7 at 11.30 at offices of Thorm, 
Castle st, Barnstaple 
Mott, John, Worcester, Commission Agent. 
Saracen’s Head, Tything, Worce.ter. 


Dee 7 at 11 at 


Nov 30 at t at th 
Allen and Beauchamp, Wor 


eester 

Moulton, Joseph, Pickering place, Westbourne grove, Dealer in Om 
menta! Tiles. Dec 3 at 2 at offices cf Payne, Finsbury pavement 

Noot, George, Tenby, Pembroe, Builder. Dec 5 at 10.30 at offices of 
Thomas, Crackwell st, Tenby 

North, Frederick, Manchester, Working Jeweller, Deo7 at 2 at office 
of Welsh, Victoria chambers, Queen st, Huddersfie!d 

Owens, Peter A'lan, Walton, rr Liverpool, Steyedore. Dee 6 at 2% 
offices of Parkinson, Lord st, Liverpool 

Parker, William Rowton, Manchester, Financial Agent. Dec 9 at$ 

at - of Floyd and McNaught, Norfolk st, Manchester. Hulms 

and Co 

Parr, Jchn, Stounall, Stafford, Farmer. Dec 9 at 11 at offices of Asi- 

mail, Market et, Lichfie d 

Parsloe, Meredith, Glouces er, Artist, Dec 3 at 11 at offices of Castle, 
Broad st, Bristol 

Perrins, Henry, Burton-on-Trent, Boot Manufacturar. 

the Midland Hot+l, Bur‘on-on-Trent. Heath, Derb 

Powe'l, Jomes, Gutter lane, Commercial Traveller. Dc 20 at at 
offices of Dawes, Cannon st. Ladbury, Queen st, Cheapside 

March, Nicholas, Hrtton-le-Hole, Durham, Butcher. Dee 11 at? a 
offices of Proe'or, 8 lver st, Durham 

Purves, Jane Elizabeth, South Shis'ds, Groecr. Dec 7 at 11 at offixes 

«f Duncan and Duncan, Market placa, South Shields 

Reddy, Michacl, Bat'ey, York, Tea Deuler. Dec 6 at 3.30 at offices of 
Wocler, Exchange buildings, Commercial st, Batley 

Reed, William, Bishop Aucklana, Grocer. Dec 6 at 11 at offices d 
Maw, jun, High Bondgate, Bishop Au kland 

Richards, David, Aberystwith, Mineral Water Maufacturer. Nov 29 at 
}1 at the Townha'l, Aberystwyth, Attwood and Son, Aberystwyit 

Robinson, William Thomas, Ki gston-vp n-Hull, Land Agent. Dee5 
at 12 at offices of Jacobs, County buildings, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Rosser, Walter, Blsina, Mon, out of business, Dee 6 at 3 at 2, Morgan 
st, Tred-gar. Harris, Tr: degar 

Rotherham, Thomas, Whitwell, Derby, Tailor, Dee 9 at 12 at the Im 
corporated Law Scciety’s Rooms, Aldine court, Sheffield, Whall, 

Worksop 

Saunders, Phillip, Tottenham court rd, Wholesale Clothier, Nov 30 at 
1] at the Mavons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Dob 

ton, Duke st, Al'gate 

Schr field, Samuel Robert, Cheshire, Cotton Salesman. Dec 1] at3 at 
offices of Gooden, Bar:on arcade, Manchester 

Sharmon, Williem Nelson, Great Yarmouth, late Fishing Boat Owner, 
Dec 12 at 12 at offices of Blake, Hall Quay chambers, Great Yer+ 

mouth, Moseley, Great Yarmouth 

Shires, Frederick, Pudeey, Yors, Cabinet Maker. Doo 4 at 3 at offices 
of Tonnic'iffe, Bank st, Bradford 

, James, Wath-upon-Dearne, York, Provision Dealer, Dee It 
at 3 at offices of Maddison, Church st chambers, Barns 
8 mpton, Rober!, Coatham, York, out of business, Nov 80 at let 


Nov9 at 3a 





the plece originally named 





offices of Dobson, Gorford st, Middlerborough 
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— 
ington, Robert Wi lam, Bedford, Farmer, Dec 4 at 11 at the Corn 
Exchange, Bedford. Porter, Bedford 
Smart, Thomes, North Shields, Joiner. Deo 5 at 4 at offices or White- 
hora, Camden st, North shields : 
$aith, Arthur, Union st, Borough, Tobacconist. Dec3 at 2 at offices 
of Robinson, Coleman st. Payne, Finsbury 
Sperke, Alfred, Oxford st, Refreshment House Keeper. Dec 4 at 2 at 
offices of Payne, Hind ct, Fleet st 
ardter, Otto, London wall, Imrorter of Glass. Dec 7 at ll at 
offices of Goldberg and Langdon, Weat st, Finsbury circus 
Stevens, Alfred, Covent gard:n market, Frait Salesman. Dec 9 at3 at 
offices of Hicks and Arnold, Wellincton st, Strand 
Synze, Millington Henry, St Luke's rd, Bayswater, late a Major- 
General in H.M.’3 Army. Dec 18 at 3 at offices of Lawrance aud Co, 
Old Jewry chambers ; 
Jatton, Noah, Leek, Stafford, Joiner. Dec 5 at 2.30 ‘at offices of 
Ohaliinor and Co, Derby st, L ek 
Jaylor, Duncan, Fenchurch stret, Tea Merchant, Dec 3 at 2 at 4, 
: ur st east. Webb, Queen Victoria street 
pson, El'zabeth, Whiuby, Yor:, Hotel Keeper. Dee 12 at ll at 
Crown Hotel, Flowergate, Whitby. Gray and Pannett, Whitov 
Thompson, Richard White, Newest e-up n-Tyne, Bonded St re Dealer, 
Dec 9at 11 at offices of Incorp»rated Law Society, Royal Arcade, 
Newcastie-npou-Tyne. Ingledew, Newvastle-upon-Tyne 
Thorburn, Horace, Great Saffron bill, Farringdon road, Boosb'nder. 
Dec 10 at 2 at otfices of Vern d+, Metropolitan chambers, New Broad 


street 
Tookey, Hervert, Margate, Licensed Victualler. De: 5 at 11 at Staner’s 
Auction Mart, High street, Margate. Mercer 
Turner, Rob>rt, Biackrod, Lancaster, Piumber, 
of Lees, King street, Wigan 
Urie, John, and Thomas Fenton. Manchester, Joiners, 
offices of Rylavce and Barker, Essex street, Manchester 
Verity, John, Wakefield, Stone Mason, Dec 6 at 11 at Royal Hotel, 
Wood street, Wakefield. D xons and Uerne, Wakefeld 
Walbey, James, Kirby street, Steam Moulding Mannfa:turer. 
$ at offices of Miles, Edward street, Newwate street 
Walker, James, Armley, near Leeds, Woolen Manu‘acturer. Dec 3 at 
Sat Leeds Law Institution, Albion p!ace, Lecds, Teale and Appleton 
Wareing, Francis, Preston, out of business. Dec 4 at 11 at oNices of 
Parry, Cannon street, Preston 
Wase, William, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. Dee 6 at 12 at 
offices of Willcock, Queen street, Wolverhamptoa 
Webber, Johv, Bures St Mary, Suffolk, Butch-r. Dee 4 at 11 at Queen's 
Head Inn, Bures St Mary Cardina!!, Ha stead 
Webster, Thomas, Gold Hawk road, Shepherd’s Bush, Builder. Dec 6 
at 3 at offices cf Watson and Co, Bouverie street, Fleet street 
Whateley, James, Jan, Aston New ‘own, near Birmingham, Designer. 
Dec 5 at 11 at offices of Faden, Benn‘tt’s bill, Birmingham 
Wileock, John, Clitheroe, Lancaster, Ironmonger. Dec 11 at 1) at 
White Bull Hotel, Church street, Blackburn. tasthem, Ciitheros 
Wilderspin, Jame-, Elsworth, Oambrilge, F.rmer. Dec 10 at 12 at 
Unicorn Hotel, St Iv:s. Manle and Sons, Huntirgidon 
Williams, Thomas, Canton, Cardff, Grocer, Dee 5 at 12 at Marchioness 
of Bate Hote', Great Frederick street, Cardiff. Price, Card 
Withors, William, and Frederick Haines King, Chippenham, Wilts, 
Merchants. Dec 5 at 2 at White Lion Hotel, Brcad street, 
Bristol. Phillips and Son 
Weolley, Thomas, Rhyl, F.int, Painter. Dec 6 at 3 at Royal Hotel, 
Crewe. Williams, Rhy! 
Wright, Peter, Glossop, Derby, Grcc2r. Dec 6 at 3 at Nor‘’o'!k Hotel, 
West Glossop. Davies, Glossop 
TvueEspAY, Nov 26, 1878. 
Amphlett, Harvey, Bristo', Licensed Victualler. Dee !3 at 3at offices 
of Lewis, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol. Hobbs, Brist.1 
Bai'ey, John, Jermyn st, of no occupation. Dac 9 at 2 at 133, Holborn. 
Lewis, Furnival’s inn 
Baker, Frederick Ellintt, Cardiff, Sailmaker. D2c10 at3 at offices cf 
Tribe and Co, Crookherbtown, Cardiff. Stephens, Cardiff 
Balterson, Edward, Scunthcrpe, Lincoln, Bricklayer. Dec 11 at 1 at 
the Royal Hote', Oleethorpe rd, Great Grimsby. Spurrs, Hull 
Baldry, Joseph Charles, Dovercourt, Essex, Innkeeper, Dec 16 at 1 at 
the Cups Hotel, Harwich. Pollard, Ipswich 
Barnstaple, George, West Huntspill, Somerset, Carpenter. Dec 3 at 11 
at offices oy Chapman, Hizh st, Bridgewater 
Bayliss George, Sparkbrook, Birmingham, out of business. Dec 6 at 3 
at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Bedforth, Michael John, Halifax, Joiner, Deo 9 at 3 at offices of Wavell 
and Co, George st, Hati‘ax 
«stone, Williem, Lozells, Birmirgham, Journeym in Silversmith, 
Dec 9 at 3 at offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennett's bill, Birmingham 
Powell, Emily Pamela, Essex rd, Enfi ld. Dec 5 at 4 at 19, Worship 
St. Fenton, Highgate 
Bidulph, Thomas Winstanley, Stoke-upon-Trent, General Dealer. Dec 
4at ll at the Swan Hotel, Longton 
Bishop, Edward, Marden, Kent, Farmer. Doc 9 at 3 at the Maidstone 
NInn, Paddock Wood. Stennirg, Tunbridge 
eley, Mark, and George Greenwood, Saville Town, Dyers, 
atli at offices of Fryer, Church st, Dewsbury 
Boothman, Henry, Over Darwen, Lancishire, Cabinet Maker, Dee 10 
at 3 at «flices of Hall, Victoria st, Blackburn 
ham, Frederick Chavles, Hackney rd, Bonnet Manufietur r. Dee 
10 at 4 at offices of Willis Charles sq, Hoxton 
Bracegirdle, William, and Samuel Brac-eirdle jun, Leftwich, Chester, 
Deo 7 at 11 at offices of Fietcher, Winii gion, Nor: hwieh 
Brown, William, Tollerton York, Farmer, Dec 7 at 12 at offices of 
Munby and Scott, Blake at, York 
towne, Henry Edward, Withyham, Susex, Farmer. 
offices of Woodwar.1, Ingram ct, Fenchurch st 
Builer, Thomas, and Frederick Butler, Brixton rd, Sucray, Corn 
Frctors, Deo 12 at 2 at the Guildiall Tavern, Gresham +t, ‘Turner, 
King st, Cheapside 
Carlisle, Matthew, ron, Rawdon, York, Joiner, Deo S at 4.30 at the 
Midland Hotel, Wellington at, Leeds, Atkioson 
y. rge. Nowcastle-npon-Tyne, Clothier, Dec 4 at Lt at offices 
of Buse, St Nicholas buildings, Newoastle-upon-Trn» 
Mathew, Chipstead, Kont, Bucher, Dee 9 at 11 80 at the Bat 
and Ball Inn, Ssvenoaks, Palmer, ‘Tunbridge 


Dec 7 at !1 at offices 


Dec 5 at 3 at 


Dee 9 at 


Doe 11 


Deo 12 at 2 at 





Chapman, Edward George, Effra rd, Brixton, Licensed Victaaller. Dee 
9 at 3 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holbora. Barnet:, Palmer- 
ston buildings, Oid Broad st 

Char'es, John, Llansiint, Carmarthen, Grocer. Dee 4 at 2 at offices of 
Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Cheetham, Jobn, Lincoln, Fishmonger. Dec7 at li at offices of Rex, 
Broaigate, Lincoin 

Chequer, Juha, Froxfizid, Wilts, Carp-nter. Dec 11 at 11 at the Three 
Swans Hotel, Hungerford. Tadman ani Butcher, Hungerford 

Cl. ments, Henry, Hill st, Asrated Water Maker. Dec 11 at 3 at offizes 
of Hicklin and Washirg:on, Trinity sq, Southwark 

Coheu, Ei as, Sun st, Finsbury, (igar Manufactarer. De: 10 at 3 at 
Inns of Court Hotel, Hign Ho born. tewis and Lewis, Ely place 

Collard, Will'am, Daffied, Derby, Pan'er. Doc 9 at 1 at cfiices of 
Jackso», M»rket place. Derby 

Commer ord, Nich:lis William, Swan bailling:, M orga‘e st, Printer. 
Dec 20 at \0 at offices of Brigiiten and Co, Bishopsgate st with ut 

Cooper, Robert Charles, West Bromw ch, Carpenter. Dee 9 at 11 at 
offices of Snakespear, Church st, Uldoury 

Court, Alfred, Birmin ham, vrogzist. Dec 9at 11 at the Queen’s and 
London and North Wee n Hotel, Stepheosoo place, Birmngiam. 
Hawkes and Weekes, Birminz am 

Covell, Thomas, Metropolitan Meat Marke*, out of business, 
2 at offices cf Layton a dC», bude row 

Cramond, John, Hulms, Manche-ter, Painter. Dec 10 at 3 at offices cf 
Heath end Sons, Swan st, Ma :chester 

Davidson, William, N -weastie-upon-Tyn», Mirdle Mason. 
at cffices of Clark, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Davies, Jc ha, Newport, Monmeuth, Grocer. De: 7 at 10 at offices of 
David, Cambria chambers, Tredeza> place, Newpors 

Davies, Richard, and Mary Davies, Cratgfryn, Montgomery, Farmers. 
Dec 7 at 11 a: offices .f Williams ard Co, the Bank, Newtow2 

Davison, William, Langley Moor, Durham, Builier, Dec 9 at Ll at the 

Rose and Crown Hoiel, Market p ace, Durhim. Chapmar, Durham 

Donner, Christiar, and Charles Brehmer, Great St Helen’s, Bishopsgate 
st, Commi-sion Agents. Dec 9 at 12 at offices of Ford, Cheapside. 
Saunders sn1 Co, King st, Cneapude 

Dougity, Wiil'am, Bitminzham, Bootmaker. Dec 11 at 3 at offices of 
Builer and Bick'er, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Drury, Samue', Leathertead. Surrey, Catile Dsaler. 
Duke's Head Inn, Leah rhead. Marshall 

Dyer, Charles, Biist.1, Oil and Coloor Man. Dec7 at li at offices of 
Andrews, Nicholas at, Bristo’. Roper, Bristol 

Edmunds, John Jeph hah, Bournenou h, Coach Bui'dar,, Dec 9 at2 
at offices of A’dridge «nd Sharp, Wesiover vi'las, Bournemouth 

Ellio:t, William Duke, Brizhtoa, Sarniture Broker. Dec liat 12.30 
at 145, Cheap ids. Go dma», Brigh:oa 

Evans, William Henry, Hulme, Lancashire, Grocer. De: 12 at 3 at 
offices of Addieshaw uni Warbur:on, Norfol« st, Miachester 

Farquhar, George, Savage gardens, Crutched Friars, Commis-ion 
Agent, Dec 17 at 3 at 111, Cues; side, Wild and Co, Ironmonger 
lane 

Foreman, Ebenezar, Loveburst, Kent, Farmer. Dee ll at3at offices 
of Peters’n, Cranbrook. Pets:son and Peterson, Bury st, St James’s 

Fothergill, William Heary, Ne«castie-ipou-Tyne, Licenssd Victualler. 
Dec 10at3 at the Inco:porated Law Sucie:y, R yal arcade, New- 
cast'e-upon-Tyne. Phiiipsen 

Fronde, Robert, Cheetham, nr Manchester, Plumber. 
offices of McEwen, Lloyd st, Minchester 

Gamb'e, Greenwood, Leeds, Grocer. Dec 7 at 11 at offices of Simpson 
and Burretl, Alvion st, Leeds 

Glass, Hen y Alexander, and Joseph Holting, East Greenwich, Kent, 
Forage Contrec’or . Dec 10 «t 2 at offices of Gorton, Bedtor: row 

Gorbatt, Jc ha, South Shore, Blackpoo’, Builder. Dee 11 at 3 at offices 
of Biackhur-t, Fox st, Presiin 

Green, John, Toddin.t n, B-dford, Brewer. Dec 1l at 11,30 at the 
Griffin Inv, Toddiogton. Siveph:ri ant Ewe , Luton 

Gresnwood, William, Br.ghoase, York, Cabinet Maker. Dee 9st 3 at 
the Georg: Hotel, Brighovse. Tennant and Rayner, Brighouse 

Hackett, Arthur Tonkin, Birm ngoam, P.oy.so1 Dealer. Dee i at 2 
at offices of Hicks, Glove rd, Mil2 End 

Hansen, Eli, Buraley, Engineer. Dac 6 at 12 at ths Mitre 
Cathevral s eps, Manchester. Knowles, Manchester 

Harper, William, Borton-o.-Trent, Coour Ma iufacturer, 
at 18, Wardwick, Derby. Biggs, Derby 

Harris, David, Bridgend, Glameryzan, Builder. 
Casile Hoel, Brwgend. Randall, Bridgead 

Bart, J. ho, Barrow-in-Fursess, Baker, ec id at tl at the Luaperiil 
Hotel, Barrow in-Furness, Garaett, Barcow- n-Furn $3 

Heal, James Blackmore, Nynehead, Some set, Yeoomaa. Dee dat]? at 
Midir's Half Mooa Inn, Welling on. Davie, Wellia.t a 

Hemson, Cnar‘es Francis Exavier, Kianerton st, Kuigas-bridge, Milk 
Dealer. Deco 5 at 3 at 17, Worship st. Finsvary. Featon, Highgate 

Holdsworth, Willi m, Harries st, Paddington, Builder, Deed -at 3 at 
390, City rd, Isiington, Popham, Vincent terrice, Islirtor 

Holl, John Edmand, Kieder.aimster, Coach Builler. Dee 9 at 3 at the 
Bank buildings, Kiederminster, Crowtner 

Howarth, Jonn Benjamin, Southss1, Hans, Boot Scer, 
at 145, Cheapside, King, lor sea 

Ibbison, James, Vicars’ Cro't, Leeds, Fruit Mershiat, Doe Sat at 
ottices of Hayes and Co, Britannia baidi gs Oxford place’, Leeds. 
Bouton, Leis 

Irving, Rovert, Aspatri», Cumberland, Tailor. D.c 9 at tl st the Laxb 
Inn, Scoten st, Lawson, Wigton 

Jackson, Charles, Kingston, Laundryman, Dec 9 at 2 at offices of Gus- 
cottee, E-sex st, Strand 

Jones, David Jenkin, Cardiff, Publican. Doo 5 at lL at otces of Morgaa 
aud Soott, High st, Carduf 

Jo es, Joha, Tipton, Licensed Victualler. 
Stokes and Harper, Priory st, Dudiey 

Kaafman, Joseph David, Sunderian |, Jow ter. 
of Hines and Son, West Sannisids, Sard sland 

Kirkby, Jonn Jamas, and John Scholes, Hutierstield, Joiners, Der 9 
atdatthe Plough Inn, Westgate, Muddersfisd. Drake, Uudders- 


Dec 9 at 


Dec 5 at 2 


Dec 13 at datthe 


Dec 9 at 8 at 


Hutkl, 
Des t2 at? 


Dee 10 at 12 at the 


DeGéat li 


Doe 10 at 3 at offices of 


Tas 12 at tl at offices 


eld 
Lakeman, Ivaac Henry, Kenton st, Branswick sq, out of bastaas. Doo 
11 at Lt at offices of Harcourt, King’s rd, Bellic row 
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Levi, Mendel, Manghester, Picture Frame Maker. Dec 1! at 3 at offices 
‘of Horner, Corporatier! st; Manchester 
ttlewood, George, Shefield, Brass Caster. D2c6 at3 at offices of 
- Binns, Fig tree chamters, Sheffiz!d Bs. 
Lowrie, Jot Charles, and James William Lowrie, Stewart st, Poplar, 
e ja todos. Dec 10 st2et the Corn Exchange Hotel, Mark lane. 


P Mac'achlan, Dugald, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Dec 9 at 2 at 
effices of Wallac2, Hutton chambers, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-up on- 
Tyne 

matin, John, Werthington, Lancashire, Builder, Dec 14 at 11 at 
offises of Lees, Kinz st, Wigan . ? 

Mar h, Jesse, Buxton, Lerby, Builder. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of Meggi- 
son, Terrace rd, Buxton 

Moore, John, Batley, York, Grocer. Dec 6 at 10 30 at offices of Bosth 
and Son, Henover st, Batley. Watts and Son, Batley 

Moresby, Henry, Aldermanbury, Warehouseman. Dec '6 at 3 at offices 
of Chandler, Coleman st. Davies and Co, Coleman st 

Morgan, Maria, Newchurch, East, Mon, Miller. Dec 10 at 2 at offices 
of Griffiths and Son, Beaufort sq, Chepstow. Lawrence, Newport 

Morrell, Samuel, Chorlton-upon-Med lock, Juiner. Dc 9 at 3 at o'f ces 
of Booth, Cooper st, Manchest-r 

Mowat, Alexander, Green lanes terrace, Highbury New Park, Com- 
mission Agent. Dec 5 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st 

Muschialli, Donato, Birmingham, Picture Frame Manufacturer. Dee 
10 at 3 atoffices of Maher and Poncia, Upper Temple st, Bir- 
mingham ; 

Naylor, Wesley, Barrow-in-Furnes3, Butcher. Dec 6 at 11 at the 
Imperial Hotel, Barrow-ir-Furness. Nalder and Sanders, Barrow- 
in-Furness 

Nott, John (and not Mott, as erroneously printe! in last Gazette), 
Worcester, Cenimission Agent. Nov 30 at 1 at the Saracen’s Head, 
Tything. Allen and B:auchamp, Worcester 

Nye, William, Biightor, Fruiteres. Dec 11 at2 at offices of Clennell 
and Fraser, Great James st, Bedford row. Nye, Brighton 

Oliver, William, and Margaret Oliver, Choppington Guide Post, 
Northumberland, Grocers. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of Nicho!son, Bridge 
st, Morpeth 

Oram, Elizabeth, Upp r st, Islington, Trimmirg Seller. Dec 10 at 2 
at offices of Montagu and Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Orrell, Andrew Pee], Over Darwen, Drysalter, Dec 6 at 11 at offizes 
of Hall, Bolton rd, Over Darwen 

Parker, Jo!.n, Birmingham, out of business, Dec 10 at 3 at offices of 
Wills and Newey, Avn st, Birmingham 

Parker, Wiliam David, New Town, Deptford, Bootmaker. Dec 18 at 
2 at offices of Grueber ard Jeram, Railway approach, London bridge 

Patchett, Edwin, Sloai Warley, Halifax, Bzerseller. Deo 7 at 11 at 
offices of Garsed. Barum Top, Halifax 

Pickering. Joh>, Upton Heath, nr Cheshire, Road Surveyor. Dec 9 
at 2 at cflices of Horabin, Watergate st,Cheshire. Finch:tt and Co, 
Cheshire 

Poulsor, Edwin, Keighley, Groc:r. Dec 7 at 11 at offices of Neill, 
Seott st. Keighley 

Probyn, John Su'herland Howell, Bury 8t Eimurcd’s, Surgeon. Dec 
9 at 12 at 81, Guildhall st, Bury St Edmund’s. Large, South sq, 
Gray’s inn 

Prowett, Charles, Swinford, Leice ter, Farmer. 

Railway Inv, Rugby Dewes and Co, Coventry 

Pagh, George, Dentor, Lancashire, Grocer. Dec 10 at 3 at the M tre 

Hitel, Catheiral steps, Menchester. Drinkwater, Hyda 

Pyrah, Thomas, Hiorerholme, rr Halifax, Painter. Dec 10 at 3 at 

offices of Sterey and Ellis, King Cross st, Halifex 

Randail, Robert, and Tnomas Randa!l, Brighton, Stationers. Doc 10 

atl at 145, Cheapside. Potter, Brigh'o1 

Rees, Herbert Yoden, Pent-e Rhondda Valley, Glamorgan, Grocer. 

Dee 10 at | at offices of Collins, B:o:d st, Bristol. Morgan, Poity- 


Dec 9at 12 at tha 


pri 

Robertson, Joseph Hume, Liverpool, Ship Chandler. Dec 9 at 11 at 
offces cf Pierce, Castle st, Liv+ rpool 

Rumbo!d, George Juhn, Little Queen st, Camterweil, Oven Builder. 
Dec 7 at 3 at offices of Ody, Camoerweli park, Camberwell 

Raseeil, George, sen, and George Russell, Jun, Kirby Moorsid-, Y wrk, 

icultural Imp'ement Mzkers. Dec 10 at 11 at offices of Harrison, 

Kirby Moorside 

Rustonjee, Wa ter Wallice, Carshalton, Surre>, Hutel Keeper. Dez 7 
at 12 at officesef Harrison, Fowke’s buildings, Great Tower st 

Sale, Jore»b, Findern, Derby. Parmer, Dec 10 at 12 at the Be!l Hctel, 
Sadlergate, Der'y. Hextall, Derby 

Savage, Wliam, Southall, Middlesex, Licensed Victua'ler. Dec 10 at 
3 at the Townhall, Brentford. Lay, Brentford 

Ecott, William, Kingsnorth, Kent, Farmer. Dec 7 at 10 at the Saracen’s 
Head Hotel, Ashtord. flaliett and Co, A-hford 

Senior, Joseph, Hollingworth, Che-h're, Draper. Dec 9 at 3 at the 
Commercial Ino, Melbourne st, S:aley bridge. Backley ani Miller, 


Pen. ~~ 
Snarrett, William, Eaton Bray, Bedford, Builier. Dec 7 at 12 st 
lens H tel, Lu'on. weils Paternoster row leat: 
gard, Frederick Charles, Carlisle, Turkish Bath ietor, 
fats “ 98, Bank st, Carlisi : een nee 
byester, John, Goole, Innkeeper. Dec 10 at 3 at tie Ni 
Hotel, Goole. Hird, Goole” ee ee 
Sladdin, Jones, Ha if+x, Fish Dealer. Dec 6 at 11 at offices of Long- 
bottom, Nerthgate chambers, Halif«x 
= om q Sanaa, oye Licenced Victualler. Dc 9 at3 at 
Cfiices of Hutchinson ohn’s chambers, Victo:i > 
; Wally, : ’ By 4 st, Blackbuon 
mith. Christepher, Knayton, York, Farmer. Dc 9 at 11 
Arms Hotel, Northalierton. Js flerson, Northallerton 
Smith, Thom-s, and Sidney Swith. Blackburn, Dealers in lonmongery. 
Dec 13 at 11 at the Wheatshesf Ino, Fennel st, Manchester, Wheeler 


Smith, Willions, Beadto 
mith, Wil rd, York, Joiner. Dee 10 at 3 at the Cewdi 
Parkinson chambers, Ma-k:t st, Bralford sate 


Asscciation, 
Stewart. Jobn Keich, Mannongham, Bradford, Concrete Floor P 
Ag il at offices of Lowrey, "South parade, Leeds, tll ad 


at the King’s 





—== 

Studholme, William, Liverpool, Wholesale Jeweller. Daz 9 at 9 Py 
Cffices of Gibson and Co, South Joka st, Liverpool. Jones and Pride, 
Liverpool! ; 

Tasker, William, Milton, Wilts, Blacksmith, Dec 12 at 11 at officas v 
Goulter, Hungerford 

Tuylor, James, Worth, Sussex, Builder. 

earless and Beeching, Turbridge Wells 

















Dec 6 at 2.30 at offices oy 














Taylor, William Pearse, West Monkton, Somerset, Farmer. Dee 9 t 
2 at the R ilway Hote!, Railway Station, Taucton 
Tenney, Joseph Samuel, North K:lsey, Lincoln, Butch _r, Doe Sat 





at offices of Hett and Oo, Brigz 
Thompson, Jame:, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Schoolmaster. D326 g 
11 at offices of Radcliffe, Ciayton st, Blackburn 
Tucker, Henry, Plymouth, Accountant. Dac 6 at 11 at offic:sof Gres, 
way, Frankfort st, Plymouth 





























































Unwin, Thomas Charles, Arabella row, Pimlico, Milliner. Dec 19 at ODE 
2.30 at offices of Wills and Watis, Fe t st 0 , 
Walmsley, John, Bradford, Carver. Dec 6 at 11 at cfiices of Sing'etoy With « 
New Booth st, Bradford : end of the ¥ 
Wares, Morrison, Gateshead, Bootmaker. Des 7 at IL at offices Temple, Bart 
Pybus, Dean st, Newc istla-upon-Tyne 
Wearing, James, and Henry Robinwn Wearing, Ulverston, Lancashirs 
Jo'ners. Dec 9 at 11 at the Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Jackson, big 8] 
Uiverston j Twent 
Web, Alfred Frederick, Curry Rivell, Somerset, Builder. Dee5¢ yur 1876. ] 
12.30 at the Langport Arms Hotel, Langport, Watts, Yeovil her Mejesty’ 
Westwo-th, Willian, Preston, Cabinet Maker, De29 at 3 at otices of Property tol 
Forsbaw and Parker, Cannon st, Preston 
Whibley, Albert George, Horsironden, Kent, Farmer. Dzec 1! at Liat 
the Grown Hotel, Tunbridge, Walker, Tunbridga HE 
Whiteh2ad, Albert Job, Rochdale, Travelling Drap2r. De 6 at230 T Twe! 
at offices of Brie: ley, Bati’s avenu3, Rochdale g January 
Whibley, Frederick William, Sea', Kent, Farmer. Daz 11 at 2 atthe Lincoln’s-in 
Crown Hote', Tunbridge Real and P 
Whibley, James Wi'liam, Seal, Kent, Farmer, D2c 11 at 4 at the Io! 
Crown Hotal, Tunbridg2. Wa ker, Tunbridge pa eae 
Wigzell, Frederick, Bristol, Hairdresser. D:c 6 at 12 at o Bees of Just pub 
Gwynn and Co, All Saints’ court, Bristol 
Wi'liams, J»m>s, | lanfoist, Abergavenny, Timber Merchant, Dec Ig ROE 
at 3 at offices o' Tribe and Co, Crockhorbtown, Cardiff. D waing OR] 
and Co», Cardiff ments, &c. 
Wise, Walter, Warwick st, Pimlico, Fruiterer. Dec 9 at 3 at cflicesof JERVIS, £ 
Swaine, King et, Chesp,ide The Ninete 
Young, George, Oswaldwick, York, Market Gardener. Dae 6 at 10a ings by Ind 
offices of Crumbie, Stonegate, York Beq,, Barei 
Young, Liston, Corohili, Shipow.er. Dec 9 at 2 atth> Gailthul of Leds, 
Coffe hous’, Greshan st. Pritchird and Morsiaal', Kins Wie London: E 
liams 8t 
RR TORSO SESEIR IIE —— 
’ 
SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, OLE 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. AS fil 
Guaranteed Pare Soluble Cocoa of tha Fiaest Quality, with the by the Au 
excess of fat extracted. Temple, L 
The Facuity pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible fal will be 
beverage for Breakfa t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable fur NB.-I 
Invalids aad Children.” (by and 9; 
Highly commended by the entira Medical Press. right extii 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it saits all palates, _ 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocess 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and iN REALITY CHraPER \HE 
than such Mixtures. Pu 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break Sold by a 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. y 
CccoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Mie = Chocolate, ana may be taken when richer choc.late is pre HE 
vited, 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. Ir 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Propriesors, MA, a 
H. SCHWELTZE? & CO., 10, Adam-stree*, London, W.C. Lor 














PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 




















































































57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY a Uiy 

(Immediately opposite the British Museum), Ai 

Will ba glad to forward h's new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which — 

explains the only pertectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL to mak 

TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which | 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 

1853.—Consultation daily free. 

Resipents Abroap who are prevented visiting @ qualified denti (¢ 

can be treated on advantageous terms, ata: 

EDE AND 30N * 

ROBE Pos MAKERS Pp 

BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, = 

To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bencb inolt 

Corporation of London, Ac, ever 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. om 

BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, Add 

CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, BF Maje 














ESTABLISHED 1689, 





Siockds'e, Frank, Walton nr Liverso4, Agr’e iltural ins 
10 wt 12 at offices of Etty, Lord st, licensees ee 





94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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a ‘ 
EVISON & BRIDGE, 
92, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON, 
Law Stationers, 
Printers, and_Publishers of Law 


Forms, 
Have all the new Forms required by the Judicature Acts. 
ALSO 


A GREAT VARIETY OF 
BANKRUPTCY, PROBATE, and 
CONVEYANCING, GENERAL FORMS. 
Where 100 copies of any form ordered, the solicitor’s name, address, 
fe, inserted without extra charge. 
Statements, Affidavits, &c., printed in correct style with expedition 


and accuracy. 





Royal 8vo, price 21s. 
OODEVE’S ABSTRACT of PATENT CASES. 
With an Appendix bringing the Reports of Cases down to the 
qd ofthe ye'r 1877. By T. M. GOODEVE, M.A., of the Inner 
Temple, Bai rister -at-Law. 





Just published, demy 8vo, price 14s, 
HE SETTLEMENT of REAL ESTATES; being 
Twenty-four LECTURES delivered in Gray’s-inn Hall in the 
1876, By JOSHUA WILLIAMS, Eeq., of Lincoln’s-inn, one of 
her Mejesty’s Counsel, Professor of the Law of Real and Personal 
Property to the Council of Legal Edueation. 





Just published, demy 8vo, price 8s. ‘ 
MHE SEISIN of the FREEHOLD; being 
Tweire LECTURES delivered in Gray’s-inn Hall in the months 
of January and February, 1876. By JOSHUA WILLIAMS, Esq., of 
lincoln’s-Inn, one of her Majesty’s Counsel, Professor of the Law of 
Real and Personal Property to the Council of Legal Education. 
London: H. Swxet, 3, Chancery-lare, Law Publisher. 





Just published, royal 12mo, Nineteenth Edition, price £1 Ils. 6d. 


BCHBOLD’S PLEADING and EVIDENCE in 
‘CRIMINAL CASES; with the Statutes, Precedents of Indict- 
nents, &c., and the Evidence necessary to support them. By JOHN 
JERVIS, Esq. (late Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas). 
The Nineteenth Edition, Including the Practice in Criminal Proceed- 
ings by Indictment. By WILLIAM BRUCE, of the Middle Temple, 
glam and Stipendiary Magistrate for the Borough 

of Lesds, 
london: H, Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane; Stevens & Sons, 119, Chan- 

cery-lane, Law Publishers. 





Preparing for Publication, __ : 
OLE on EJECTMENT, &c., including all Actions 
for the recovery of Lard in the Superior Courts, in County Courts, 
and before Justices. A new Edition, entirely rewritten, with FORMS, 
by the Author, W. R. COLE, Esq., Barrister, of No. 3, Pump-court, 
Temple, London; by whom all Forms and Suggestions likely to be use- 
fal will te thankfully received. 
N.B.—In thousands ef cases where an action is now maintainable 
(by and against the proper parties) the remedy will be barred and the 
right extinguished on 1st January, 1879, by 37 & 38 Vict. c. 57. 





Now ready, price 9d. 

YHE LAW ALMANACK for 1879. 
Published by THOMAS SCOTT, 1, Warwick-court, Holborn, and 

Sold by all Law Stationers and Booksellers. 





Now ready, price 5s., cloth, 


HE EPPING FOREST ACT, 1878. With an 

Introduction, Notes, and an Index. By ROBERT HUNTER, 
M.A, a Solicitor of the Supreme Court. 

London: Davis & Son, 57, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 





Second Edition, revised and enlarged, price 15s. 


FOOD AND DIETETICS 


Physiologically and Therapeutically considered. By W. F. Pavy, 
M.D.,F.R.S., Physician to, and Lecturer on the Practice of Medicine 
at, Guy's Hospital. 

A standard work of reference.’— Lancet.” ‘ A book of first- 
tate merit.”"—" Practitioner.’ ‘ Very full and exhaustive through- 
out.”"—" Spectator.” “A work with which every educated man ought 
to make himself familiar.’ —** Chemical News.” 


J. & A. Cnvacarrr, and Simpxin, Marsmatt, & Co, 





To BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, and OTHERS. 


AUSE LISTS and all other OFFICIAL PUB. 

LICATIONS for the CHANCERY, COMMON LAW, PROBATE 

and ADMIRALTY DIVISIONS are supplied to Subscribers at £2 &s. 

oo Any dc Office, 1, Warwick-court, Holborn (opposite 
lane), 


RELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATH, and FINAL 


EXAMINATIONS for SOLICITORS,—The Author of several 
known worke, who has upwards of one thousand pupile, 





during the last ten years, many of whom have taken High Honours, 
inoluding the Clifford's Inn Prise, PREPARES CANDIDATES, how. 
Set defective their know} may be, very ily. Reference to 
bey ad Queen’s Counsel,’ ws of the Royal Society, Members of 


of the Law Society, and past and present pupils.— 
Address, Tex 4 
Majeaty's f= care of Messrs, Butte: worth, 7, Fleot-atrest, her 


~_< 


CONVEYANCING ] 
the BOARD. The Gentlemin to be apprinted ‘must’ be an 
Solicitor, having a th 
Practice of Conveyancing gehera lly, and must for somé 
occupied a respunsible posi ; 
London, and have had the conduc t withoutsupervision, or with * 
supervision, of a Conveyancing b usiness’ 
attached to the office will be £350 a year. 
pointment must be by letter, and must contain fuil particulars of 
age, qualifications, and experience, 
by testimonia!s as. to character, business capacity, and cther qualifi- 
cations. Applications must be addressed to Tne CLERK oF THE Mat- 
ROPOLITAN BoaRD OF Woxks, Spring Gardens, London, 8.W., not later 
than Thursday, the 5th of December next. 
over 50 years of age will be eligible. 


_._ TO SOLICIEORS.. ~ 
HE METROPOLITAN BOARD OF WORKS 
is about to ore an ADDITIONAL’ ASSISTANT in the 
ANCH of the SOLICITOR’S DEPARTMENT of* 
knowledge of Real Prtperty Law and toe: 
. a years have 
either as Principsl or’ @lerk) in’ 

Some size. The salary - 
Applications for the ap-- 


They must also be accompanied 


No person under 30 or 


Spring Gardens, S.W., J. E. WAKEFIELD, 
Nov. 20, 1878. Clerk of the Board. 





UTTON-IN-ASHFIELD LOCAL BOARD. 


The Local Boar! for the District of Sutton-in-Ashfie!d, in the County, 


of Nottingham, are prepared to take up loa1s of money to the amount 
of £20,000, secured by Debentures on the revenue of their Gas 
Undértaking, and the General District Rates of their said District, in 
sams Of not less than £50, repayable either by twelve months’ notice, 
or at the expiration of a term of years, as may be arranged. 


The amounts will be secured by Debentures issued by the Local 


Board under the authority of their Gas Act. 


The rate of iaterest will be £4 per cent., payable half-yearly, on the 


30th day of Jane, and the 31st day of December. 


Further information may be obtained from, and all applications must 


be addressed to, the Clerk to the Board, at his offic2s, St. Peter’s 
Chur: h-walk, Nottingham. 


Dated this 13th day of November, 1878. 
By Order, D,. W. HEATH, 


Clerk to the Lecal Board. 





BOROUGH OF BIRMINGHAM. 


Ts Corporation is prepared to ACCEPI LOANS 


of £100 and upwards, on security of ths Local Rates, at £3§ per 


cent., repayable at any time on six months’ notice; or for periods of 
from three, four, or five years at £4 per cent. per annum. The Interest 
payable half-yearly. 


Offers of Loans to be addressed to . 
WILLIAM R. HUGHES, Treasurer, 


Treasurer’s Department, 23, Union-street, 
6th September, 1878. 
, EEDS CORPORATION CONSOLIDATED: 
FOUR PER CENT. DEBENTURE STOCK.—Applications are 





invited for investment in the above security.—Full particulars may be 
obtained from Messrs. 
jane, London ; or Mr. Wm. Deary, Borough Accountant, Leeds. 


Frepertck Bansvay & Sons, Birtholomew- 





R. GEORGE JOHNSON, 83, Colmore-row, 


Birmingham, is prepared to make immediate CASH AD- 


VANCES upor every description of SECURITY. 








AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Atserr Sr. Pau 


4 (M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gent!emen for their Preliminary, 


Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class, 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11. Stanle-inn. London, W.C. 





‘Ty. BATEMAN NAPIER, CLIFFORD'S- 
Society’s ONLY 


R. 
INN -PRIZEMAN, Winner of the Law 


SCHOLARSHIP, and CONVEYANCING GOLD MEDALLIST., 1876, 
reads with Gent!emen for the PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, and. 


FINAL. Private Pupils. 


Honour Class taken separately. 


Students prepared through the post. 
1, Mirre CovatT Buitpines, Kine’s Bexen Wars, Tempte, F.C. 


AWYERS’ PRAYER UNION.—It is proposed to 

hold another Social and Religious Meeting in London for Barris- 

ters and Solicitors ani their Clerks only, on Thursday Evening, 

December |2th, 1878; Mr. BOMPAS, Q.C,, in the Chair.—Any Gentle- 

men in the Lega! Profession, or their Clerks, who desire to attend, or 

will assist in inviting others, are requested to apply to Mr. H, C. 
Nisset, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 


ANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION and DE- 

FAULTERS in the Legal Profession. PRIZE ESSAYS. Notice 

to Competitors, The Arbitrators (Mr. F.K. MUNTON, and Mr. R. 

EVEREIDT) nominated by SIR HENRY PEEK to award the Prizes 

offered by him, will publish their decision in the principal journalsjon 
the 80th December, 1878. 

AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 

SOCIETY. 











24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.C. 





Cnaraman—Alfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Dspoty-Cnarrman—H, Cecil Raikes, Esq., M.P. 
Reversions and Life Loterests pure! I diate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent In - 
terests. 
Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 
Annuities, Immediate; Deferred, and Con t, and also Endow- 
ments granted on favourable terms, 
tuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the office, 
. GC, B. CLABON, Secretary. 
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WHE LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL, edited by 
JOHN INDERMAUR. 


This new Journal for Law Students will be published Ist January, 
1879, and continued monthly, Price 6d, Annual subscription 6s. post 
free. It will deal generally with subjects affecting Students for both 
branches of the profession, contain answers to Examination Questions, 
Articles, Esssys, &c. Particulars of the scope and objects of the 
publication, scale of charges for advertisements, &c,, serit post free on 
application. All communications to be addressed to the Eprror, Office 
of the Law Students’ Journal, 16, Cursitor-streeb, Chancery-lane, 
London. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Fanded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Paid-up Capital, £180,000, 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F. 8, CLAYTON, 
C, H. CLAYTON, 


'\HE REVERSION PURCHASE COMPANY 
(Limited), 35, Queen Victoria-street, London, invites subscrip- 
tions for the unallotted Share; of the first issue at par. The earnings 
of the Company are equivalent to a dividend at 8 per cent. per annum. 
Full particulars can be had on application to 
JOHN LORD, Manager. 
LOANS granted upon Reversions of Life Interests payabie over a 
term oi years. 


mMNHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with Lon‘on bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100, 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

i issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. : : i 

Sates AND Purcnasss effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
taken. 





Joint 
Secretaries 








Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized. | 


Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted, J. THOMSON, Chairmap 


NTEMPERANCE.—A Married Surgeon, of large 


experience, good position, and occupying a very comfortable 
house within easy reach of London, wishes to receive a Family 
Boarder,—F. R. C. S., May’s, 159, Piccadilly. 


‘y‘O SOLICITORS, BARRISTERS, ACCOUNT- 

ANTS, ARCHITECTS, INSURANCE OFFICES, PUBLIC 
COMPANIES, and Others.—Important suites of offices to Let in that 
imposing building known as Lonsdale Chambers, No, 23, Chancery- 
lane, comprising sets of two, tbree, five, and eight rooms, and single 
rooms if de-ired, all lofty and well lighted, approached by noble stair- 
cases, and divided by well-arranged, spacious corridors; building fire. 
proof; patent lift; every sanitary convenience. Night and day 
‘Watchmen provided. Strong rooms can be had.—Application to Mr. 
Gero, BECKETT, Surveyor, Estate Offices on the premises, 


ODEL SET of OFFICES, No. 7, Fenchurch- 


buildings, close to Mark and Mincing-lanes, just built, self- 
contained, and suitable for a firm of solicitors or a mercantile firm. 
Strong room, private water-closets for members of the firm, and 
other conveniences not found in large blocks of buildings.—Rent 
£350 per annum. Or wou'd be let in separate floors.—Messrs. Desen- 
BAM, Tewson, & Farmer, 80, Cheapside, E.C. 











INCOLN’S-INN CHAMBERS, 40, CHANCERY- 
LANE.—A Suite of Offices to be let on the ground and half- 
ground floors, comprising eight rooms, strong rooms, &c. With 
large lobby entrance. Rent £350 per annum.—Also two good cflices 
on £econd floor. Kent £70.—Apply to F. Cnirrerten & Co., Law 
Stationers, 38, Chancery-lane, or of the Porter, 40, Chancery-lane. 


ROFESSIONAL OFFICES.—Six spacious and 

well-lighted Rooms, comprising the Second and Third Floors of 

a house, situate close to Holborn and Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Rent 

£120 per annum; or would be.divided.—Apply to Messrs. Dowsetz & 
Woops, 70, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


FFICES to be LET, with Fire Proof Rooms 

SAVOY HOUSE, approach to the Embankment, fitted with 

every convenience, suitable for Solicitors, Architects, &c.—Apply to 

Mr. Keysttt, 37, Essex-street, Strand; Gso, Rees, 115, Strand, 
nearly opposite Exeter Hall. 


ALEER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 
9867. Gold from 16 loe.y Silver from £0 becth Goenbill. 260° 
Regent-street; 76, Strand. 

















AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS | 
SOLICITORS. " 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL P 


This new Ink supplies the demand continuil:y made bag 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uvinjared by Steg} 
Metallic Pens, Steel Pens left in this ink for months do 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corrode 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Ste2l Pens, and lose the 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This ney 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of th a 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. au 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s., 3s.; and Imperial Qg 
40 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 64 and 1s, eagh,” 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 18 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the sh 











The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for imm 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedif; 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHA 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OP 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketche 
pinies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), * 
Stationere, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &e., 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeauts’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


NM ILNERS’ SAFES for Deeds, from £4 § 
£11 11s, - 






































M ILNERS’ SAFES for Jewellery, from £7 rT 
1 £35. ee 
M ILNERS’ SAFES for Plate, from £19 ds. % 
VM EANERS” SAFES for Books and Docu 
from £8 16s. to £93 10s. Be 
[Vy TENERS' SAFES for Lawyers, from £8 
65 10s, i 
M ILNERS’ SAFES tor Jewellers, from £138) 
to £246 2s 6d, ae 
MEN ERS’ SAFES for Bankers, from £33 1) 
£502 10s. Ee). 
ILNERS’ SAFE COMPANY (Limited), Ii 
pool, London: Milners’-bui'dings (opposite Moorgat 
Station), City, E.C. Manchester: 28, Market-street. 4 
BRAND AND 0O’S OWN SAUG 
GOUPS, PEESERVED PROVISI ¥ 
POtteD MEATS and YOKK and GAME P. 
also ‘s 
YY SSEN CE OF BEEF, BEEF T 
vy) 4 
 lngindatnans SOUP, AND JELLY, and ° the 
G PECIALITIES for INVALI Ds 














CAUTION :—BEWARE OF IMITATIONS. 
Sole Address : 
11, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, 


IEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF 


A SLIGHT ADDITION OF THE EXTRACT GIVES G 
STRENGTH AND FLAVOUR TO SOUPS, MADE DI 
AND SAUCES, AND EFFEOT3 GREAT ECONOMY. 


INBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MBAR 


Caution.—Genuine only with facsmile of Baron Liebig’s sight 
ture in blue ink caross label. # 


| Faemeaal COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF be 





In use in most households throughout the Kingdom. 


[_3IG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT, 


— 
RICE’S CHILD’S NIGHT LIGHTS.— 
PRICE’S PATENT CANDLE COMPANY (Limited 
these Night Lights in the ordinary pxper cases, their NEW PA 
NIGHT LIGHTS for burning in a glass out the r 
their GOLD MEDAL PALMITINE CANDL#S and BEST 
CANDLES, and*the'r PURE GLYCERINE, GOLD MEDAL } 
warded to the C. y in the PARIS EXHIBITION of 1878, ut 




















